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On motion by Mr. BENTON, it was 


That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to 
oclude the permanent appropriations in the list of current ap- 
oe made each session, now directed to be published 


Ww. 
Me KING presented the credentials of Antnur 
p. Baapy, Who has been elected by the Legislature 
of Alabama a Senator of the United States from 
that State for six years, from and after the 31 day 
of March next; which were read, and ordered to be 
aced on the files of the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. McDUFFIE, the previous or- 
jers of the day were postponed, and the bill for the 
relief of Charles J. Jenkins and Wm. W. Mann, 
signee of John McKinne, was taken up. 


The bill was understood by the reporier to in- 
volveaclaim growing out of a contract of Mc- 
Kinne with the United Siates to collect for the 
Government some $82,000, the consideration for 
which service to be one-fourth of the amount col- 
ected. It seems that the contractor collected the 
amount by a nole payable to the Government; the 

yment of which was conditionally guarantied. 
Bat, before the note arrived at maturity, the drawer 
of the same was relieved, by act of Congress, from 
the payment of the amount due the United States, 
and covered by the note. 


This bill was debated at some length. Messrs. 
EVANS, KING, WOODBURY, and BUCHAN- 
AN opposed the bill, on the ground (as was under- 
stood) that the contractor agreed to jnvolve his 
claim to one fourth of the amount collected, in the 
act of cancelling the debt by the Goverament. 
They were willing to pay the actual expense in- 
corred by the contractor in his efforts to secure the 
debt; but they were unwilling to pay him the quar- 
ter of the debt, for the reason above; and for the 
further reason, that the debt was not actually col- 
lected as contracted—the Government never having 
received the money. 


Messrs. BERRIEN, McDUFFIE, and DAY- 
TON defended the bill. They maintained that the 
contractor never agreed to involve his interest in 
theclaim, in the act of cancellation by the United 
Siaies; and that though the Government did not 
actually receive the money, the money was collected. 
The reason that the Government did not receive it, 
was, that they had cancelled the debt. They main- 
tained that the Government could not, by its own 
power, on any principle of common justice, absolve 
itself from the obligation of its own contract. 

There being no amendment proposed to the bill, 
it was reported to the Senate; and the question 
being, Shall the bill be ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading? 

Mr. BUCHANAN demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being pat, 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 15, nays 
22. So the bill was rejected. 

Mr.EVANS now moved to proceed to the con- 
ideration of the navy appropriation bill. 

Mr. WALKER suggested the bankrupt bill. 

Mr. LINN suggested the propriety of proceeding 
to the consideration of the bill which was ordered 
to beengrussed on yesterday, to indemnify Major 
Gen. Andrew Jackson. | 

Mr. HUNTINGTON inquired what would be 
ihe order of business now. 

The CHAIR replied that the call for resolutions 
Was the next thing in order. 

- LINN made some further remarks in favor 
of taking up the bill alluded to by him; which, he 
conceived, was the first in order. 

Mr. BAYARD pressed on the attention of the 

late the several bills touching the naval service, 
Which had been made the special order for Satur- 
day last, but were superseded by other bills. He 
heped the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
(Mr. Evans] would consent to let these bills be 
eee before proceeding to the navy appropria- 


Mr. EVANS could not yield to the suggestion. 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1845. 


He had refrained for several days from pressing | 


this, although he felt the necessity of having action 
upon it. 

Mr. TAPPAN also suggested the propriety of 
taking up the Senate bills in the order in which 
they stood on the calendar, in preference to consid- 
ering the bills from the House, which could be socn 
disposed of. 

The question was, however, taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Evans, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 23, nays 23. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Waker yes- 
terday, as follows, was taken up for consideration, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to commu. 
nicate to the Senate, at the next session of Congress, a plan and 
estimates for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio, by 
the construction of an enlarged steamboat canal on the Indiana 
side of the falls, near Louisville; also, to report what effect would 
be produced on the navigation of that rive? above the falls, bv the 
removal of the ledge of rocks at that point; also, what would be 
the expense of enlarging the present canal, so as to admit the 
largest class of boats; and what arrangements, if any, can be 
made for rendering the said canal toll free, or subject to such 
toll only as may be necessary to keep the same in repair. 

Messrs. TAPPAN, WALKER, MOREHEAD, 
EVANS, SEVIER, and SMITH of Connecticut, 
discussed the above resolution at some length. 
The points involved in the discussion were as to 
the best mode of improving the Ohio river at the 
falls, and the necessity of making some improve- 
ment to afford facilities to commerce, and to relieve 
it from the onerous tax imposed on it by the tolls 
collected by the Louisville and Portland Canal 
Company. 

The debate was, however, terminated on the 
presentation of the following, by Mr. TAPPAN, 
as a substitute; which was accepted by the mover 
of the resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to ascer 
tain and report to the next Congress what is the best mode of 


improving the navigation of the Ohio river at the falls near 
Louisville, and the probable expense of such improvement. 


The resolution was then adopted as amended. 


GENERAL JACKSON'S FINE. 


Mr. Linwn’s bill to indemnify Major General 
Andrew Jackson for damage sustained in the dis- 
charge of his official duty, came up as an engross- 
ed bill, and was read a third time. 

The question then being, ‘Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. DAYTON addressed the Senate for about 
half an heur in opposition. There were principles 
involved in the bill which he considered of such 
consequence as {Oo induce him to call the attention 
of the Senate to them before they voted for its 
passage. It had been urged by the friends of the bill 
that there was no other principle involved in it tban 
that which had been acted on repeatedly in regard 
to other officers of the Government. He had 
looked into this matter, and found that such was 
not the fact. In the first place, with respect to the 
title, he found that the bills passed by Congress to 
restore fines to other officers, inflicied on them for 
violations cf law in the performance of their du- 
ties, were all entitled acts for the relief of those 
individuals. Inthe next place, there was nothing 
in the bodies of those acis in the slightest degree 
tending to cast imputation, directly or indirectly, on 
the tribunals which had inflicted those fines. In 
these two respects, he argued at some length, that 
this bill differed altogether from the principle of the 
bills claimed as analogous cases. 

After Mr. D. had delivered his views in support 
of this position, 

Mr. BERRIEN rose, and referred to the opin- 
ions expressed by the Judiciary Committee in sup- 
port of the amendments which it had recommend- 
ed. As that report contained his views on the sub- 
ject, he should now merely state that those amend- 
ments having been rejected by the Senate, he could 
not vote for the bill. So far from the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, adopted yes- 
terday, making the original bill more acceptable to 
him, it had the opposite effect; for he now consid- 

| ered it more exceptionable than ever. It wasa 
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decision of Congress that the fine was inflicted for 
an alleged contempt of court—leaving that doubtful 
about which no doubt whatever before existed. 

Mr. CONRAD, in reference to his remarks of 
yesterday, said he would now merely repeat what 
he then said—that, so far from having changed the 
opinions which he expressed last session, when the 
subject was before the Senate, he had, upon more 
careful examination and mature consideration, 
been more and more confirmed in the correctness 
of the views he had taken on that cccasion. 

Mr. C., in the course of his remarks, said he 
was perfectly tired and disgusted with the eternal 
subserviency and sycophancy displayed by the 
worshippers of this political idol. He alluded to 
the manner in which this subject had been agitated 
tbrowgh the country, and in the Legislatures of the 
States. 

Mr. LINN said the Senator from Louisiana had 
used an expression which required some explana- 
tion. He had introduced this bill with the motives 
which he had always expressed to the Senate. 

Mr. CONRAD was not aware that he had said 
anything from which the Senator from Missouri 
could possibly infer that he intended to impute to 
him other motives than those which he had 
avowed. 

Mr. LINN said the expression to which he ai- 
luded was this: ‘Was this eternal sycopbancy to 
General Jackson never to cease?” Did the Sena- 
tor mean to apply the epithet ‘‘sycophancy” to bis 
(Mr. L.’s) conduct, or that of any other gentleman 
who had advccated the bill? If the Senator meant 
to impute to him a sycophantic disposition, in ma- 
king an offering to General Jackson, it was a very 
offensive —— 

Mr. CONRAD said he was really very sorry 
that the gentleman should have conceived that he 
intended, by any portion of his remarks, to cast a 
reflection upon any gentleman, and particularly 
vpon that honorable Senator; for if there wasa 
man in that body to whom he was bound to im- 
pute entire sincerity and singleness of heart, it was 
that gentleman. He was aware that with that 
gentleman it was a matter of personal feeling of 
regard; and he was not at al! surprised that that 
gentleman should view the question in a differ- 
ent aspect from that in which he viewedit. And 
he assured him the remark he had made was not 
intended to reflect upon him, or upon any member 
of that body. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and the biil was passed—yeas 28, nays 20, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Calhoun, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, Graham, Henderson, King, Linn, McDuffie, 
McRoberts, Mangum, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 


Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Tappan 
— Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and oung 


NAYS—Meesrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Choate, Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, 
Huntington, Kerr, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, White, 
and Woodbridge—20. 

Mr. GRAHAM now moved to change the title 
to that of “A bill for the indemnity of Major Gen- 
eral Andrew Jackson.” 

This motion was concurred in without a divis- 
ion. 

Mr. YOUNG now moved to postpone all pre- 
vious orders, and proceed to the consideration of 
the bankrupt bill. 

Mr. EVANS hoped the motion would not pre- 
vail. It was most important that the navy appro- 
priation bill should be passed without delay. It 
would not take more than an hour to dispose 
of it. 

Mr. KING was under an impression that the 
bankrupt bill was the special order, entitled to 
preference. 

Mr. BERRIEN explained that he had only given 
notice that he would, on Monday, (yesterday,) 
move to proceed to the consideration of that sub- 
ject. It had not been made the special order. 

Mr. KING remarked that, at all events, there 
was more proprie'~ in proceeding with that quegy 
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tion now, than with an appropriation bill, which 
might stand over several days, if necessary, with- 
out being affected by the delay; whereas eve 
hour’s delay ‘o the subject of the bankrupt la 
rendered it more doubttul whether there would be 
time in both Houses to consider all the proposed 
amendments of the Commitiee on the Jadiciary. 

Mr. CALHOUN hoped the bill would be taken 
up, and acted upon forthwith; for if there was any 
ene bili in which the community was interested 
more than another, it was this. There ought, if 
possible, to be a decision at this session; it bad 
been already too long delayed. 

Mr. BERRIEN hoped he would not be misun- 
derstood as evincing any indisposition to proceed 
with the bankrupt bill, He was ready, at any 
time it was agreeable to the Senate, to state the 
views of the Judiciary Committee. He thought, 
however, there would be less interruption if an 
hour or two were given to the pavy appropriation 
bill, 80 as to leave the Senate free to continue with 
the bankrupt question tll disposed of. 

Mr. MERRICK was as anxious as any gentle- 
man in the Senate to dispose of the bankrupt bill 
as speedily as possible; but it appeared to him that 
some courtesy was due to the chairman of the 
Finance Committee, who had stated that the navy 
appropriation bill would not occupy more time 
than an hoar. 


Mr. WALKER observed that both Houses of 
the Legislature of bis State had, in 1840, requested 
their Representatives, and instracted their Senators 
in Congress, to vote for a bankrupt law; in com- 
pliance with which he had voted for the law of last 
session. By a subsequent action of the Legisla- 
ture, the instructions had been reversed, requiring 
the delegation of the State in Congress to vote for 
the repeal! of the law of last session, or a modifica- 
tion protecting the rights of creditors, and including 
in the operation of the law banking incorporations. 
He now gave notice that, when the subject should 
be taken up, as soon as the amendments of the Ju- 
diciary Committee should be disposed of, if the re- 
peal bill was not adopted, he sheuld move to make 
the amendments called for by his Legislature. 

Mr. SEVIER asked if the motion pending was 
debatable. 

The CHAIR was understood to say that a mo- 
tion to postpone was debatable. 

Mr. SEVIER said he owed it to the Senator 
from Maine, much as he desired the bankrupt bill 
io be taken up, to vote for his motion. 

Mr. YOUNG proposed a compromise—to take 
up the bankrupt bill, and pass it over informally 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he, for one, was opposed 
to any compromise on the subject. 

Mr. EVANS said he was constrained to insist 
on proceeding with the navy appropriation bill. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on-Mr. Youne’s motion, and decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 23, nays 24. 

Mr. EVANS then moved to postpone the pre- 
vious orders, and take up the navy appropriation 
bill; which was concurred in. 

THE NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL 
Was accordingly taken up as in committee of the 
whole, and the amendments recommended by the 
Committee on Finance were read. 

The first amendment, being merely verbal, was 
adopted. 

The second amendment was to strike out from 
the appropriation of $300,000 for clothing for the 
navy, the proviso, “that the duties of the Chief of 
the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing be hereafter 
discharged by a captain of the navy, who shall 
receive the same compensation that is allowed to 
the chief of the bureau of dock yards.” 

Mr. EVANS explained that, in the opinion of 
the committee, the captains of the navy were not 
the sort of persons required to perform the duties 
of Chief of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing. 
It wasa person rather of mercantile habits, ac- 
quainted with business and accounts, 

Mr. WCODBURY concurred; and said, if it 
needs must be an appointment to be made from the 
( fficers of the navy, it should be rather from the 
pursers than the captaias. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The third amencment was in the appropriation 
for surgeons’ necessaries and appliances for the 
sick and hurt of the naval service, inclading the 
marine corps, to strike out the proviso: ‘That 
hereafter no person shall hold the place of Chief of 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery who shall not 
have had five years of sea service.” 

Mr. MERRICK hoped this amendment would 
not prevail. . 

Mr. EVANS explained that the committee had 
had the subject under consideration for a long time, 
and, from the mass of evidence before it, felt per- 
fectly satisfied that the proviso was inexpedient, 
and that its effect would beto deprive the public 
service of the most valuable officer now at the 
head of the bureau, who had done more, since his 
appointment, to correct abuses and check expendi- 
tures than had ever been done in the same length 
of time. 

Mr. MERRICK thought the principle a good 
one, of requiring the head of the bureau to bave 
had five years’ experience at sea. On this ground 
he opposed the amendment at great length. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said ever since he had been 
a member of that body, in al! situations, and ander 
all circumstances, he had been opposed to legis- 
lating men out of office, and particularly in cases 
where the men were entirely competent to dis- 
charge the duties of their offices. However much 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Meretck] 
might disavow any such intention in this case, he 
(Mr. B.) would undertake to say that, from the 
circumstances of the case, if this proviso should 
not be stricken out, the inference throughout the 
country would be irresistible. What was the na- 
ture of the case? A constituent of his, (Mr. B.’s) 
a pbysician of very high character in his profes- 
sion,a man of most extensive learning, without 
the slightest solicitation on bis part, was brought 
here and placed at the head of the medical bureau. 
He never sought the office; the holding of it, 
in fact, was an injury to his private in- 
terests; and his determination was not to con- 
tinue to hold it a single day beyond the time 
when he should be enabled to complete the re- 
forms which he had commenced. It was, as he 
said, at an inconvenience to himself, and from pa- 
triotic motives alone, that that gentleman continued 
to fill that office. And now it appeared it had been 
suddenly discovered that this gentleman had not been 
atsea for five years, and consequently, acccrding 
to the opinion of the Senator from Maryland, was 
not acquainted with all the diseases, epidemic and 
erdemic, to which seamen were liable, This was 
the argument of the honorable Senator. But the gea- 
tleman it appeared had been at sea for upwards of 
three years, and had left that service only because 
the Government desired his services in another 
department. 

He would forbear to go into the merits of the 
question; he had no doubt the distinguished officer 
who had made charges against this gentleman 
believed every word he had stated; but, from 
bis position, he could not possibly be acquainted 
with the facts. The gentleman in question had 
devoted himself to ihe remedying of abuses in the 
medical department; and, in these days of refor.n, 
if he was to be legislated out of office, it could only 
be because he had exposed those abuses. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he knew nothing about 
the parties,even by reputation; but he was deci- 
dedly averse to the system of displacing individuals 
from office by legislation. It was a system which 
was very likely to give rise to injustice; and if there 
were no other consideration, this would be suffi- 
cient to induce him to vote against such a proviso 
as that. He knew nothing of the gentleman who 
was the subject of this proviso; but he could easily 
imagine that, if he was indeed a reformer of 
abuses, as had been represented, he would have 
many enemies. There was no branch of the ser- 
vice which was more liable to abuses than the med- 
ical department. Upon this subject he spoke with 
the light of experience, for the expenses of that de- 
partmen', when he went into the War Departmeni, 
he found to be as high as $100,000. And yet it 
Was gelling along with great difficulty. The expenses 
were five times greater than they ought to be; and 


when they came afterwards to be reduced to $25,000, 





it was found that they could still be supplied wit, 
ali the comforts belonging to the medical depart. 
ment. 

He would not consent to give bis vote in such a 
way as to favor the system of displacing indiyiqy. 
als from office by legislation. 

Mr. CUTHBERT concurred with the Senator 
from Seuth Carolina that this sort of legislation 
would operate unjustly, capriciously, and ipjuri. 
ously, and ought not, therefore, to be counie. 
nanced. 

The debate on this subject was continued by 
Messrs. BAYARD, MERRICK, STURGEON 
CALHOUN, WOODBURY, EVANS, andCUTR’ 

RT. 

The amendment was then adopted—yeas 97 
nays 7. , 

The fourth amendment was to strike out from 
the sources of general expenses to be paid, the 
words “for taxes and assessments on public prop. 
erty;” which was adopted. 

The amendments of the committee having 
been gone through, 

Mr. EVANS moved an amendment limiting the 
payment of arrearages due in the medical depar.. 
ment to $50,000; which was adopted. 

He next moved to insert an appropriation of 
$6,000 for carrying into effect the joint resolation 
of Congress, authorizing the establishment of two 
agencies for the purchase of water-rotted hemp in 
Kentucky and Missouri. 

This subject was debated by Messrs. WOOD. 
BURY, EVANS, CRITTENDEN, KING, 
MOREHEAD, WALKER, BAYARD, and CAL. 
HOUN. 

Finally the proposed appropriation was limited 
to $4,000; aod the amendment, modified to that 
sum, was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS next moved a verbal amendment, 
as to machinery necessary for the navy-yards; which 
was adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, moved an amendment authorizing 
the application of the $100,000 appropriated in the 
navy appropriation bili of last session for the con- 
struction of a floating or dry dock; on which con- 
siderable debate arose. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved asan amendment to 
the amendment, an appropriation of $100,000 for 
the construction of a dock at the navy-yard of 
Pensacola. 

Pending the question on these amendments, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 21, 1843. 
Mr. PAYNE asked leave to report a Senate 
bill. 
Mr. BRIGGS objected. 
Mr. JACOB THOMPSON called for the orders 


of the day. 
PENSIONS. 
Mr. WELLER asked leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union be discharged from the further consideration of bill 
No. _ being “An act to extend the pension laws to the soldiers 


engaged in the Indian wars of the West, down to the treaty 
made at Greenville, in 1795.” 


Objection was made by Mr. MERIWETHER. 
Mr. WELLER moved to suspend the rules; but 
the motion, requiring two thirds, was not carried. 
Mr. ADAMS wished to present a petition, 
(Abolition,) and appealed to the genileman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Jacop Toompson] to yield the fioor. 
Mr. THOMPSON said he had refused many 
gentlemen, and could not now yield the fioor wilb- 
our incurring the danger of losing his right to it. 


THE STATE DEBTS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylva: 
nia, (Mr. J. R. Incersoxt,] to print 10,000 extra 
copies of the reports of the majority and minorily 
of the Committee of Ways and Means agaitst 
the proposition to issue $200,000,000 Government 





-stock to be distributed to the States. 


Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi occupied the 
morning hour on this subject, and principally it 
defence of the course pursued by his own State. 
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a NEW BANK PROJET. injure the character of the House. He appealed 


POPE gave notice that to-morrow he 
jd ask leave to introduce a bill to be entitled 
ct to aid National and State credit, and to re- 
form and regulate currency and facilitate exchanges, 
prough the agency of a bank, based upon the pro- 
: eds of the public lands. 

LOUISIANA LAND BILL. 


yir.J. C. CLARK moved a reconsideration of 
ibe vote of the House, by which it laid on the table 
jis resolation, & few days since, to discharge the 

mittee of the Whole from the Louisiana land 

ciaim bill; and on this he moved the previous ques- 
ir. C. JOHNSON appealed to the gentleman 
pot to move the previous question; and as the gen- 
ijeman from New York refused to withdraw it, he 
allied for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
jad resulted thas—yeas 104, nays 80. 

So the House reconsidered, and then negatived 
ibe motion to lie on the table. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
ihe resolution. 

Mr. EVERETT raised a question of order, and 
contended that the bill involved a charge upon the 

asury- 
“tae some debate, in which Messrs. W. COST 
JOHNSON, C. JOHNSON, BRIGGS, MOORE, 
ind the SPEAKER participated, it was decided 
that the bill did involve a charge upon the treasury, 
and, under the rules of the House, required a vote 
of two-thirds to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from its consideration. 

Here the subject dropped. 


MEETING AT TEN O’CLOCK. 
Mr. GILMER asked Jeave to offer ihe tollowing 
resolution: 


Resolved, That from and after to-day, the daily hour of the 
meeting ef the House shall be 10 o’clock. 


Mr. MALLORY objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 

Mr. GILMER moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to get in the resolution. 

The motion was voted down without a division. 

On motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
siate of tie Union, (Mr. Wintnrop in the chair.) 

Mr. F. expressed a desire to have the navy pen- 
sion bill taken up; but yielded the floor for the 
present. 


ELECTRO AND ANIMAL MAGNETISM. 

On motion of Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, the 
committee took up the bill to authorize a serieg of 
experiments to be made, in order to test the meris 
of Morse’s electro-magnetic telegraph. The bill 
appropriates $30,000, to be expended under the 
duection of the Postmaster General. 

On motion of Mr. K., the words “Postmaster 
General” were stricken out, and “Secretary of 
the Treasury” inserted. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON wished to have a word 
‘0 say upon this bill. As the present Congress had 
done mach to encourage sciences, he did not wish 
losee the science of Mesmerism neglected and 
overlooked. He therefore proposed that one-half 
of the appropriation be given to Mr. Fisk, to en- 
able him to carry on experimenis, as well as Pro- 
fessor Morse. 

Mr. HOUSTON thought that Millerism should 
also be included in the benefits of the appropria- 
lon. 

Mr. STANLY said he should have no objection 
(0 the appropriation for Mesmeric experiments, 
provided the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Cave 
Jonson] was the subject. [A laugh.] 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON said he should have no 
vbjection, provided the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranty] was the operator. [Great 
laughter, ] 

Several gentlemen called fcr the reading of the 


eenER) and it was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
ows: 


Ana 


Provided, That one half of the said sum shall be appropri- 
ued for urying Mesmeric experiments, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr.S. MASON rose to a question of order, 
He maintained that the amendment was not bona 
fde, and that such amendments were calculated to 
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to the Chair to rule the amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was not for him to 
judge of the motives of members in « {fering 
amendments; and he could not, therefore, uoder- 
take to pronounce the amendment not bona fide. 
Objections might be raised to iton the ground that 
it was not sufficiently analogous in character to 
the bill under consideration; but, in the opinion of 
the Chair, it would require a scientific analysis to 
determine how far the magnetism of Mesmerism 
was analogous tothat to be employed in telegraphs. 
{Laughter.} He therefore ruled the amendment in 
order. 

On taking the vote, the amendment was rejected 
—ayes 22, noes not counted. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

INTERCOURSE WITH CHINA. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee take 
up bill 720, for the establishment of future com- 
mercial intercourse with China. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 83, noes 53— 
and the bill taken up, and read, as follows: 


A BILL providing the means of future intercourse between 
the United States and the Government of China. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the sum of*forty thousand dollars be, and. the same is 
hereby, appropriated and placed at the disposal of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to enable him to establish the future 
commercial relations between the United States and the Chi- 
nese empire on terms of national equal reciprocity; the said 
sum to be accounted for by the President, under the restrictions 
and in the manner prescribed by the act of first of July, one 
thousand seven hundred and ninety, entitled “An act providing 
the means of intercourse between the United States and for- 
eign nations.” 


Mr. ADAMS moved to amend the bill, by stri- 
king out the words “under the restrictions and.” 

Mr. MERIWETHER opposed the amendment. 
If he understood its effect, it would be to leave. the 
mission without any restriction. The bill, as it 
came from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
placed this mission on the same footing as other 
missions. The Secretary of State, however, wished 
the whole sum placed at his own disposal and con- 
trol—wished it left to him to pay as much as he 
pleased. He (Mr. M.) did not consider this mis: 
sion to China as a matter of so much importance 
as had been claimed for it. He thought it would 
be difficult to persuade the people of that country 
to change their polity, give up their aversion to 
foreigners, and enter into commercial intercourse 
with other nations. He wished, at any rate, to 
have this mission placed on the same footing as 
other missions. He knew not how the whole of 
this sum of $40,000 was te be expended, although 
he was a member of the Commitiee on Forcign 
Affairs. Our ministers generally received $9,000 
a year salary, and $9,000 outfit. Now, if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] should be adopted, it would 
be in the power of the Piesident to pay the 
minister who might be sent to China $20,000 
outfit, and $20,000 more salary. The minister 
would be subject to no expense, would go out in 
a national vesse),and would not be compelled to 
land until it suited his pleasure. Why make a 
differengein the case of China? Was that mis- 
sion of greater importance than the French? Look 
at Turkey—a semi-barbarous country—where our 
minister received $6,000 a year. He thought 
if $6,000 was enough for the services of Commo- 
dore Porter at Constantinople, that sum would be 
sufficient for any minisier that might be sent 
out to China. When the amendment now before 
the committee should wave been disposed of, he 
should move to place the mission to China upon 
the same footing with that to Turkey. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee, during his hour, upon 
the state of the Whig party and its relations to the 
present Administration, which he condemned gene- 
rally. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose, and inquired of the 
Chairman what the question before the committee 
was; for it was impossible to ascertain from the 
speech of the gentleman from New York. He 
made this inquiry for the purpose of reminding the 
majority that the gentleman was debating the same 
question which his colleague [Mr. Banwarp] had, 
the other day, considered out of order. He (Mr. 
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Biptacx) had no doubt what the decision would 
be; bat his object was gained, by showing how 
‘“‘circumsiances altered cases,” and how what was 
out of order when it was unpleasant to certain 
gentlemen, was perfectly in order when it pleased 
them, and made in their favor. This kind of re- 
mark would call for reply; and, at this late day in 
the session, no good could grow out of it. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK said he hoped the Chairman 
would tell the gentleman from Pennsylvania; for 
he never could find it out, unless he was informed. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN replied that, in Committee 
of the Whole, the custom bad been to allow great 
latitude in debate; and he therefore decided that, 
according to the custom of the House, the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York were in order. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK then resumed, and continued 
at great Jengtb; interrupted occasionally by gentle- 
men for explanation, and by a message from the 
Senate, transmitting a bill for the relief of Major 
General Andrew Jackson. 

He took within the range of his remarks many 
prominent politicians, on whose course he was 
animadverting when the Chairman announced 
thathis hour had expired. He said, however, that 
he had much more to say, which he should add to 
his remarks when he wrote out his speech. 


Mr. GORDON addressed the Chair. He com- 
menced by remarking that he did not rise as the 
apologist and defender of this Administration; for 
be had nothing to do with bringing it into power in 
1840. His colleague [Mr. J. C. Crarg] said he 
was sorry that it was invested with power. He (Mr. 
G.) did not doubt, even in 1840, that his colleague, 
in case of thesuccess of the exertions then made, 
would be sorry. And why? Because he foresaw that 
the Whig party would fall to pieces by its own 
want of any cohesive pricciple, and that longing 
after office and the spoils which could not be satia- 
ted. The gentleman (Mr. J.C. Crarx) had well 
described the party to which he belonged; and, 
unless he had been familiar with the materials of 
which it was composed, could not bave used the 
figures he did. What were they? Thecheese-parings, 





‘the candle-ends, the rag-tag-and-bob-tail of all the 


factions and parties that had ever existed. Such was 
the assemblage at Harrisburg; and so sensible were 
they themselves of it, that they did not even dare 
to talk to each other about any common princi- 
ple. They Jherefore suspended the consideration 
of all such subjects, put the gag in the mouth of 
their own candidate, and surrounded him with a 
committee to speak for him, lest any one of the 
candle-ends should be disturbed! They held no 
one principle in common with each other. Indeed, 
the convention at Harrisburg was a fit represent- 
ation of the party to which the gentleman be- 
longed, and under whose banners he fought in the 
contest of 1840. His colleague once belonged to 
the Democratic party, long prior to 1837; but the 
evil spirit, called-ambition, whispered in his ear, 
and he performed what is termed a somerset. 

{Here the Cuair called to order.) 

He was not impugning the motives of his col 
league by any means. No;he was only stating 
facts, [laughter,} and he believed that, according 
to the decision of the Chair, money bills inCommit- 
tee of the Whole opened the door for all sorts of 
debate. {Laughter.] His colleague left the Dem- 
ecratic party. There was no doubt of that. It 
was for his colleague tp explain the motives he 
had in so doing, when he became the candidate of 
an irregular party. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK wished to ask a question. 

Mr. GORDON declined yielding the floor. He 
wished it to be understood that, when he was ad- 
dressing the Chair, he desired to occupy the floor 
exclusively. His colleague was elected to Con- 
gress, in the first instance, by the Democratic party. 

Mr. CLARK inquired whether he did not go in a 
minority of ten hundred, and work up? 

Mr. GORDON said, so much the worse; for it 
showed that the gentleman broke down the party 
whose cause he espoused. The party had great 
trouble and tribulation on his account—all owing 
to the great confidence which was reposed in him, 
and which enabled him to deceive so many faith- 
ful followers. These honest Democrats followed 
him for a short time; but they soon quit him, and 
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retarned to their first love, whither every other 
Democrat would, if God should only spare his life 
to take a “sober second tbought.”—[Laughter.] 
His’ colleague got back to the Democratic party. 
Heventered it ander the Jackson banner, which he 
was among the first to unfurl. Yes, his colleague 
trigmphed with tbat hero and statesman—his cor- 
stitwents baving pardoned him of former trans- 
gressions, in consideration of his years, and of the 
natural proneness of youth to indiscretion! He 
served with the Democratic party in Congress until 
1837, when, after he came to Washington, he 
joined the Conservative clique; and, from that day 
forward, baitled against the Democratic party. Not 
joining the Federalists immediately, he stopped at 
the Conservative half-way house, and there refresh- 
ed himself, unti) that resting-place was razed to the 
ground, when he wert smack over to the embraces 
of the Federal party. There he new ist There 
he (Mr. G.) trustet he would ever remain! There 
he must remain, if he depended upon the Democ- 
racy of old Chenango to rescue him! He (Mr. 
G.) did notimpeach his colleague’s motives; he 
only stated facts, which his colleague might ex- 
plain if he thooght proper. In his speech to-day, 
he had sneered at the Democratic party, by calling 
one of their Governors the hero of clam-bakes, and 
by denouncing the party with whom he once acted 
as Locofecos and disorganizers. It had been well 
remarked, that the devil could preach a good ser- 
mon. Now he (Mr. G.) thought his colleague was 
not a fit person to read a lecture to this Adminis- 
tration on the subject of apostacy, and to deal out 
denunciations right and left upon it, and upon the 
Democratic party! Such lectures came with bad 
grece from such an author! 

Now, what was the principal ground of the gen- 
tleman’s complaint, and the source of all bis grief 
in mourning over his fallen party? Was it that he 
mourned the sacrifice of any principle which bound 
his party together? Notat all: the gentleman did 
not once aljude to the principles of his pariy. It 
wasthe loss of the spoils—the loss of power and 
patronage and place that the gentleman lament 
ed; and that was the loss of all for which his party 
were contending. The gentleman talked about the 
love of office, and the treachery of men in high 
places; bat he said nothing about the prigeiples of 
his party, nor did he utter one regret for the failure 
of their measures. He (Mr. G.) was about to retire 
from public life; but he felt now as great an inter- 
est in the success of his patty, and the triumph 
of their principles, as ke would feel if he were to 
continue in Congress. He was not surprised 
at the gentieman’s silence with regard to the princi- 
ples of his party; for, from what he could observe, 
there was now no more of principle to govern that 
party than there was in 1840. What bad they 
seen as the fruits of all the Jabors of that party, 
now existing nowhere, as the gentleman was forced 
to admit? The quarrel between the gentleman 
and the adminisiration he considered bat as a 
family quarrel. They were now disunited, but 
would be soon united again, as they had the same 
objects to pursue. They both wanted to establish 
a paper currency for this great nation. What 
was it that disunited them? Some of them went 


‘ foran exchequer, some for a bank of the United 


States, and some of them were for bolstering up 
the paper of the State banks by the aid of the credit 
of the Federal Government, They all sought to 
renovate that same system of parer currency, under” 
the evils of which the country was now suffering. 
Now, he took it, that it would be in order to 
glance at some of the schemes of this party, and, 
among the rest, the two hundred million scheme of 
the gentleman from Maryland. What was that 
scheme? It was, that the Government should issue 
two hundred millions of bonds, at an interest of 
3 per cent., based upon the pretended sale of the 
Government lands; in other words, two hundred 
millions of Government paper to be put afivat, 
withont any adequate security for its redemption. 
What was the proposition of another gentleman of 
the same side of the House? Why, that the Gov- 
ernment should carry on the business of private 
banking Om private account, and, al the same time, 
give currency to depreciated bank paper. But he 
would retarn back to this two hundred million 
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scheme; for he feared that all this longing after 
paper money was to end in it. 

The CHAIR here called the gentleman from 
New York to order for irrelevancy. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia hoped the gentle- 
mah might be permitted to proceed without inter- 
ruption, as the other gentleman from New York 
had been permitted to speak on the same subject. 

The CHAIR made some observations not dis- 
tinetly heard. 

Mr. GORDON said that he would proceed in 
order. He took the ground, that this party was not 
to be intrusted with money, because of the extrava- 
gant and impolitic projects they were forcing on 
the House. He wished to know, before he intrust- 
ed this Administration and this party with money— 
(for he took it that this bill had emanated from the 
majority)—before he intrusted them with money, 
he wished to inquire into their system and policy 
of government which, he presumed, would be as 
much in order as to debate the Fanaeil Hall speech 
of Mr. Webster. He wished to know if it was not 
as much in order to allude to the finances of this 
Government, as to what the gentleman had been 
pleased to term the treachery of his palitical friends. 
He wished to know whether the position taken by 
a majority of that party, that it was competent for 
the Government to issue this $200,000,000 of bonds 
to be given to the States; and.he wished also to in- 
quire, what relief it would be to the people. As 
the prospect of relief from this quarter was too re- 
mote, he was willing to pass it over, and inquire 
what relief this exchequer was likely to afford. 

The CHAIR here interrupted Mr. G., and said 
that the topics he was discussing were irrelevant to 
the question before the House, and therefore out of 
order. 


Mr. R. D. DAVIS said he understood his col- 
league as alluding to these subjects incidentally, as 
illustrative of his argument. 

Mr. WELLER said that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. J. C. CLarx] had been allowed to 
allude to these subjects, and the Chair decided that 
be was in order. The gentleman now on the floor, 
therefore, had a right to discuss the same subjects 
in reply. 

The CHAIR made some reply not heard; when 

Mr. WELLER appealed from his decision. 

Mr. GORDON hoped the gentleman from Ohio 
would withdraw the appeal, as the decision of it 
would take largely from the time allotted him. [Mr. 
WELLER accordingly withdrew the appeal.] He 
would be able to bring himself out, in order. The 
gentleman gave a glowing description of the temple 
of the Whig party, with columns, and colonnades, 
and its lofty dome; and complained that the man be- 
hind the throne, at the other end of the avenue, had 
exercised his great strength in tearing down 
that mighty edifice. Why, it would not take a 
Samson to tear down a log cabin; fur even the 
boys of this very city had made it their pastime 
to pull down those very few models of Whig archi- 
tecture that were found here. What were the col- 
umns and colonrades of this mighty edificegcon- 
structed and adorned, according to the glowing de- 
scription of the gentleman? Why, he believed the 
sign out of doors, whether the latch-string was 
pulled in or not, was acider-barrel and a coon-skin; 
while the edifice itself was built of rough logs, with 
the chinks between them stopped up with mud. It 
wasa temple of night revelry and debauch, where i's 
votaries drank hard cider, and got themselves fud- 
died. But if this mighty man at the end of the 
avenue, aided by the boys of the city, tore down 
such a temple, he did more good than harm by the 
act, and should be applauded for it. It was, to be 
sure, a small business for such a mighty man to be 
engaged in; though it must be admitted that he did 
a better deod when he tore down the building, than 
when he assisted in raising it. He believed that it 
was at Faneuil Hall, and in the celebrated speech 
made there, that this two handred million project 
was first broached. Now, he should like to know 
whether that project originated in this country or 
in England; and whether it originated before, or 
after, the visit of this mighty man to that country; 
or before, or after, he got the thousand pounds for 
his opinion on the subject of State credit. 

If this project of the British fundholders was to 


succeed, the Republic would be crushed. Ado ' 
this scheme, and the Government would be a 
stroyed, for two reasons: First, there would be a 
consolidation of all the power of the States in the 
Federal Government. Congress would have 
upon itself to discharge all the obligations create 
by the profligacy of the States, without the power 
to restrain their extravagance. This would be 
consolidation in its fullest sense, and would break 
up our present form of government; for the States 
would, in time, come to their senses, and woyj4 
Shake off the odious burden imposed on them, 
repudiation or nullification. He took jt upon him. 
self to declare, that if his State (New York) was 
to be saddled with the debts of the other States, he 
would sooner go for repudiation or nullification, 
He would sooner repudiate than entail on his peo. 
ple debts created by the profligacy or extravagance 
of others. The best way to preserve the credit of 
the States, would be to preserve inviolate the faith 
of the Federal Government. He should like to 
know how the people were to be benefited by the 
assumption of the State debis. 

Whether war with England would be a blessing 
or a curse he would not undertake to say. He did 
not know but it would be a blessing; for it might 
arouse a spiritof patriotism, and enkindle the best 
feelings of the hearts of the money-making people, 
who were not unwilling to ask even a desecration 
of the Constitution itself, if thereby they could make 
money. Bat even ifawar with England would 
be a blessing, the people of this country would do 
no improper act to promote it; if, however, Eng. 
land should espouse the cause of the Rothschilds and 
the foreign bankers—of the Nicholas Biddles and 
the brokers—and with them should make common 
cause, and wage war on our country and our Con. 
stitution, Heaven knew he should wish the trial to 
come at once, that the strength of our Constitution 
and the bravery of our people might be tested. He 
had said the people of this country owed an ever. 
lasting debt of gratitude to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] for putting the 
matter on the basis on which he had 
placed it; but what was the tendency of 
his argument? Why, that this Government must 
necessarily assume the State debts, for it was shown 
that a State might go on ad libitum, contracting what 
debts she pleased, giving her bonds to foreigners 
for the amount, and then this Government must be 
dragged into the payment of her obligations; for 
a single State had in this way the power to in 
volve this Union in a war with a foreign power, 
notwithstanding the power to declare war was, by 
the Constitution, placed, not with the Government 
of a State, but with the Federal Government. He 
would not discuss the validity of Mississippi bonds, 
for that subject had been sovfficiently discussed on 
this floor. He cared not whether they were valid 
or not, so far as the argument there was concerned; 
but the idea that a State might contract what debts 
she pleased, and that this Government must pay 
them, or assume her indebtedness, was putting 
this country in the power and at the mercy ofa 
single Sia‘e. Why, he would prefer consolidation 
to such a state of things—he would prefer that the 
State lines should be blotted out—that the whole 
people of this Union, if they were to be compelled 
to assume the responsibility of repayment, should 
atleast have a voice in the contracting of these 
debts. He asked the House what control the 
State of New York, which he in part represented, 
had either here or at home, in her State Legisla- 
ture, or by her press, or her public meetings—or, 
indeed, in any form—over the contracting of the 
debts of the States of Indiana, of Mississippi, oF 
of Pennsylvania. Those States tontracted their 
debis without consultation with New York; she 
was not permitted to say a word on the subject; 
and yet the modern doctrine which they heard 
there was, that the pockets of the people of that 
State were to be reached for the repayment and 
liquidation of those debts. Now, he would a 
to the chairman of this committee [Mr. Win 
THROP] as a patriet, as a statesman, and as a high 
minded man from Massachusetts, who had studied 
the fathers of the Constitution, whether this wild 
scheme was ever dreamed of by those revered 
framers of the charter of our liberties; and whether, 
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ig the whole range of their deliberations, there was The House then again resolved itself into Com- 
or jeast perceptible leaning to such en enormous mittee of the Whole, and resumed the considera- 
r which now found advocates inthe venerable || tion of the bill, which occupied its deliberations 
a from Massachusetts, [Mr. Abams,] and || when the committee last rose, (My. Wintsrop in 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. W. C. Joun- || the chair.) 
sox,} and some others. Mr. EVERETT was understood to advocate the 
rbaps he had said as much on the Faneuil || P°S'ponement of legislation on this subject, until 
sar dpedeh and its tendencies, as the occasion || 1 could be ascertained what the policy of China 
would justify; and he would turn for a moment to ae be with respect to the diplomatic agents of 
exchequer, which was but another emanation || *F*/8® powers. : Ln | 
i Ge coats brainthe brain of one who had said Mr. ADAMS said he did not think it necessary 
that, if he understood anything, it was the subject to waste the time of the House in arguing the pro- 
of finance; and that the bill of the gentleman from || Priety of a mission to China. The message of the 
Massachusetts was not worth the parchment on President was sufficient on that point. : 
which it was written, compared with the mighty He then replied to the objections urged against 
scheme of consolidation which he had prepared. the bill, on the ground that it placed too much 
And what did the scheme of the gentleman from || oMfidence in the President, and that the appro- 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Cusnina,] propose? Why, || Priation was to be made without restriction. The 
in the first place, that private individuals might de- motion which he had submitted, to strike out the 
posite $10,000,000 in the treasury of such ex- restrictions of law, which were applicable to othec 
chequer of the United States, thereby withdrawing diplomatic appropriations, was made after a con- 
410,000,000 of specie, gold and silver, from the sultation with the Secretary of State, who thought 
currency of the country, and receiving, in return, ter that to impose restrictions might embarrass the 
millions of certificates, which would become its cir- || Progress of the negotiations. 
culation. But further, it provided that the erm- Mr. HOLMES said he was one of those on the 
ment creditors—the holders of its bonds and Sbliga- || Commitee of Foreign Relations who had voted to 
tions or treasury notes—might receive certificates for || introduce this bill. In the present state of the 
the amount of the debts due to them by the United || Commerce of the world, he regarded the proposed 
Siates, to a like amount of $10,000,000; thus || ™S*ion to China as more important than were 
making the issue of certificates equal to || al! our other missions together. The trade of 
420,000,000 if this latter provision be observed, South America and Europe was fixed on an es- 
being but a modification of the former one; a re- tablished basis. But, by the opening of inter- 
ceiving of the debt due to the public creditor, and || Course with China, three hundred and twenty mil- 
areturning of it to the treasury, and receiving, as lions of people (hitherto shut out from the rest of 
in the ease of a private depositor, certificates for the || ‘he world) would be brought within the circle of 
sum deposited. Thus, then, they had $20,000,000 || Commercial republics—for it was commerce that 
of specie drawn from the circulation of the coun- republicanized and civilized men. When England 
try, and papercertificates substituted. Andyet even || ¥@% advancing in this matter, and preparing to 
this was not all; for the mints had an unlimited || ‘#ke to herself the exclusive benefits of the new 
power to receive foreign coin, and to issue certifi- || ‘te of things in China—was it, he asked, wise 
cates for the coin so received. But further still; || fF US to stand still until that pation should have 
the exchequer board was to be authorized to sell arranged the treaties between herself and China, 
bills of exchange, also to an unlimited amount, at || 5° 8 to exclude the United States from all advan- 
apremium of not exceeding 2 percent. And for |} '®8e whatever? He referred to the efforts now 
what purpose, he would ask, was all this to be making in France te induce the French Govern- 
done? It was certainly not to-add to the circula- ment to move in this matter, and to secure a com- 
tion of the country; for every dollar of the great mercial alliance ere England should have grasped 
amounts he had enumerated was taken from the the whole fruit to herself. Should this Congress 
circulating medium, for which the paper certifi- refuse to make any exertion to obtain the benefit 
cates were to be substituted. They were thus to of this intercourse with China, merely for the sake 
take the gold and silver from circulation, and sup- of $40,000, and the fear of trusting to Execative 
ply the place of it with paper, that this Govern- discretion? He referred to the case of the Imaum 
ment might become the depository of the funds of of Muscat, where we were compelled to act differ- 
individuals to the amount of millions, for which || ¢*'ly from our usual course. It was not our pol- 
this Government would become responsible. icy to receive presents from foreign Governments; 
Here the honorable gentleman’s hour expired, || Ye! in that case, Congress got around the Consti- 
and be was suddenly brought to a full stop. tution, because it would not have answered to send 
Mr. J. C. CLARK obtained permission to the Imaum his presents back, and said to him that 
make some explanations of a personal nature, it was contrary to our Constitution. Instead of 
which he deemed called for by the remarks of his distributing his rich perfumes—the cdor of which 
colleague, (Mr. Gorpon.] was unequalled in sweetness—the five vases were 
Mr. EVERETT then moved that the committee || Set to the Patent Office, and there deposited. 


rise, and the motion was agreed to; and the com- The benefits of a commercial intercourse with 
millee rose accordingly. China could not be too highly appreciated. No 
The SPEAKER having taken the chair, man now had it in his power to estimate how 
Mr. FILLMORE desired permission to say that || much of our surplus productions might be sold in 
they had yet five appropriation bills which must that almost boundless country, and how much of 
be passed, as they were indispensable to allow the our tobacco might be there chewed, in place of 
Government to go on, viz: the navy pension bill; |} opium. Let not gentlemen continue to talk about 
the Indian treaty bill: the fortification bil); the bar- |} $40,000 and Executive discretion. He believed 
borand river bill; and the civil and diplomatic bill || the prevent Executive was as discreet as Presidents 
for the fiseal year. These must, necessarily, all be || generally. He believed that Mr. Webster, in his 
acted upon; and they ‘had but nine days of the ses- || Faneuil Halli speech, did more good for his country 
sion left. He felt, therefore, bound to press for- |} than did any other speech he had ever made. Mr. 
ward such bills as were before the House; and, at |} Webster, in that speech, showed the Whig party 
the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts, || that he did not mean to have his mighty mind con- 
[Mr. Apams,] who had the bill onder consideration ||. fined to the narrow views and principles on which 
incharge, he now submitted a resolution to ter- |} they acted. : 
minate debate in Committee of the Whole upon Mr. McKEON said there was nothing so very 
it, after it should have been farther discussed half || peculiar in the case of China, that Congress should 
an hour; and on this resolution he moved the pre- || depart from the usual restrictions of law, which 
vious question. applied to diplomatic appropriations generally. 
The previous question was sustained by the || He thought it would be better to take the matter 
House; and the resolution was adopted. quietly, and go about it in a quiet business manner. 
The bill which the committee had amended— || Should the bill pass as reported by the committee, 
Whose purpose was to test the electro-magnetic tel- || it would authorize a minister at a salary of $9,000 
egtaph—was taken up for disposal; but, at the re- |} and $9,000 outfit. Pass it according to the amend- 
quest of Mr. WINTHROP, was passed over to a || ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
future day. Apams,} and $40,000 would thereby be placed at 
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the disposal of the Executive—more than he (Mr. 
McK.) was willing to see placed in the hands of any 
President. He sbould be as liberal as any man in 
fixing the salaries of the minister and seere'ary. But 
the appropriation wasonly a beginning. The largest 
ship in this country (the Pennsylvania) wouldno 
doubt be selected to carry out whomsoever should 
be selected, as minister in order to give as much 
eclat as possible to our country. Then other ves- 
sels would bave to be sent to accompany this ship, 
and to sail where her size would not allow her to 
go. These, and other paraphernalia, would have 
to be provided for the minister; and this $40,000 
would be but a beginning of the expense. He 
concluded by expressing the hope that the motion 
to strike out the restrictions contained in the bill, 
and thereby place the whole appropriation at the 
disposal! of the President, would not prevail. 

Mr. BRONSON expressed it as his conviction 
that we should possess further information before 
such a measure as that of sending a minister pleni- 
potentiary to China was adopted. He should pre- 
fer having a commercial agent for the present. 

The question was taken upon concurring in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Apams,] above stated, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 80, noes 55. 


Mr- BRONSON moved to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert a section appropriating 
$10,000 for a commercial agent to proceed to China, 
and obtain infcrmation in relation to that country 
which might be useful to the United States. 

Mr. HOLMES said he would as soon havea 
Chinese juggler. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 57, noes 75. 

Mr. MERIWETHER offered an amendment, 
the effect of which was to place the mission to 
China on the same footing as that to Turkey, and 
to limit the salary of the minister to $6,000 per an- 
num. Theamendment was rejected. 

On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
rose and reported the bill to the House; after 
which, 

Mr. ADAMS having called for the previous 
question, it was seconded, and the main question 
ordered. 

Mr. ARNOLD then moved that the House ad- 
journ: rejected, without a division, 4 

The question was taken on the engrossment of 
the bill, under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion, and decided in the affirmative without a di- 
vision. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the previous question on 
the passage of the bill; which was seconded by the 
House, and the main question ordered; and the 
main question being taken on the passage of the 
bill, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 96, 
nays 59. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken; which motion, under the operation 
of the previous question, was rejected. 

Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS appealed to the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole, to consider 
a bill (title not heard] of some interest to the peo- 
ple of his State. 

Mr. MERIWETHER moved that the House 
adjourn; which motion was carried, and 

The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Wenpwespay, February 22, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. presented to the Sen- 
ate a peiition from Ellen Dix, widow of a deceased 
surgeon, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a memorial 
from certain persons engagea in the manufaciure of 
far hats at Louisville, praying that foreign hatters? 
furs may be admitted free of duty: referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
made a report (which was ordered to be printed) 
adverse to the passage of House bill for the relief 
of Rebecca Guest. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the same committee 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition of the Western Raijroad Company of 
Massachusetts, praying remission of duties on cer- 
tain railroad iron—the committee conceiving that 
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the object of the petition was provided forin the 
general bill reported upon the subject. 

On motion by Mr. EVANS, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying an increase of drawback on domestic 
spirits manufactured from foreign molasses. 

Also, reported back from the same committee, 

without amendment, the joint resolution from the 
House for ibe continuing of an additional clerk in 
the Second Auditor’s Office. 
' Mr. ARCHER, from the Commitee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported back, without amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it be rejecied, the bill 
from the House for the relief of Seth Sweetser. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked, that a few days 
ago a joint resolution was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library, for the publication of the 
debates apd proceedings of Congress. The same 
committee had, since the resolution was reported, 
considered it proper, necessary, and expedient that 
the resolution should be accompanied by a report, 
explaining the grounds on which the matter rested, 
and showing the propriety of the publication. The 
commitiee were anxious that the resolution should 
receive the definitive action of Congress at this ses- 
sion; but should it net, unfortunately, be reached, 
owing to the accumulation of other business, the 
grounds upon which the committee acted would 
be known hereafier. He then made the report; 
which was ordered to be printed 

Mr. WALKER, from the Commiitee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from 
the Hvuuse to ‘refund to Charles Holt a fine im- 
posed on him under the sedition law, reported the 
same back, without amendment, and with a rec- 
ommendation that it be passed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Commiitee on Pensions, 
to which had been referred House bill for the re- 
lief of Samuel Edgecombe, reported the same bac, 
without amendment, accompanied by a special re- 
port recommending its indefinite postponement; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which had been referred 
House bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William T. Smith, reported the same back, 
without amendment, and with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

Mr. P., also from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Joseph W. 
Newcombe, reported the same back, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 


not . 

Mr. BENTON presented a petition from citizens 
of Manchester, St. Louis county, Missouri, pray- 
ing the rights of pre-emption to certain town lots 
in that place; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pablic Lands. 

Also, presented a petition from a namber of cit'- 
zens of Cape Girardeau, on the Mississippi river, 
praying that that place may be made a port of en- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ASSUMPTION OF STATE DEBTS. 

The resolutions introduced by Mr. WaLkEr on 

Monday last, were taken up and read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the assumption of the debts of the States, 
coutracted by them separately, and for local purposes, would be 
a palpable violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
a consolidation of all powerin the Federal Government, anda 
final and total overthrow of the safety of the States. 

Resolved, That Congress having no power to assume such 
debts, any act attempting such assumption would be utterly 
null and void; thatit would not be obligatory upon the States, 
nor could the people of the States be lawfully required by Con- 

reas to pay the debt so assumed; nor could any taxes imposed 

y them forauch purposes be collected; and it would be the 
duty of a succeeding Congress to restore the supremacy of the 
Constitution, by the entire repeal of the act of assumption. 

Mr. WALKER remarked that he did not intend 
to address the Senate on the subject of the resolu- 
tions, He would not consume a moment ef its 
time; but if it met the views of Senators on both 
sides to permit a direct vote to be taken on them, 
he would content himself by simply asking for the 
yeas and nays on their aloption. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WaLker reiterated the suggestion, that if 
the Senate would consent to take a direct vote on 
the resolutions, he would waive al! right to discuss 
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them; but if it was the intention of any Senator, 
so soon as he (Mr. W.) might take his seat, to rise, 
with a view to evade a direct vote, and get clear of 
them by a side vote, or move to lay the resolu- 
tions on the table, he would persist in his right to 
go on and diseuss them then. 

Mr. MOREHEAD rose for the purpose of sug- 
gesting to the Senator from Mississippi, (Mr. 


Watken,] that the Senate was then very thin—too. 


much so to undertake to decide a great constitu- 
tional question. It was certainly desirable to have 
a full vote. He rose, then, not with any view of 
discussing the principles of the resolutions, but for 
the purpose of suggesting to the Senator, for the 
reasons urged above, to permit the resolutions to 
lie on the table till to-morrow, at which time they 
could be taken up. In the mean time, they could 
be printed. He (Mr. M°) felt some solicitude to 
deliver his views on the resolutions, in very brief 
terms. He was not then prepared todoso. He 
hoped, therefore, the Senator would let the resolu- 
tions lie on the table till to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD said he designed to move an 
amendment to the resolution, which the Senator 
from Mississippi would probably accept as a modi- 
fication of his. He proposed to strike out all after 
the word “resolved,” with the view to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

That the Congress of the United States has no constitution- 
al power to assume debts contracted by any one or more of the 
States, unless for some end or purpose involving the common 
defence and general welfare of the United States. 


Resolved, That it is inexpedient to assume the debts of the 
States, which have been contracted for mere State purposes. 


Mr. WALKER said he could not consent to ac- 
cept these resolutions as a substitute for his. They de- 
clare only thatitis inexpedient to assume those debts; 
while the object of bis resolution was to assert the 
great principle that Congress had no power to re- 
peal the Constitution; and that, if it undertook by 
law to assume the debts of the States, such 
act of assumption, so far as it had any effect 
at all, would be to attempt to repeal the Constitu- 
tion; and, ss such, would be useless and void, and 
could never be carried into effect. That was the 
great principle which he wished to assert by his 
resolutions, in order to put an end to the hope 
which might be entertained in this country, that 
Congress would ever, or could ever, assume those 
debts. And to putanend to the insolent overtures 
which have been made, and the efforts which were 
now being made, by the British stockholders, to 
procure a guaranty of those debts by the Federal 
Government, he wished to announce to them, that, 
if they accomplished any temporary success at 
one session of Congress, it would be of no effect. 
As to this question of general welfare, as set forth 
in the substitute, it was a question about which 
the Democratic and Federal party had been con- 
tending ever since the organization of the Gey- 
ernment. Under the general-welfare clause of 
the Constitution, the Federal party had always 
sought a jastification for whatever outrageous 
measure they wished to foist upon the country, 
They will continue to do it. 

Mr. BAYARD, after having stated his under- 
standing of the difference between the old Federal 
and Democratic parties about the clause of the 
Constitution alluded to, said the words used, ip 
the substitute he proposed, were the very words of 
the Constitution; and, unless the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi intended to be more eonstitutional than the 
Constitution, he could have no objection to the 
wording of the resolution. This was simply a re- 
solution declaring that Congress had no right to as- 
sume the debts of the States, except it be on the 
grounds on which the debts of the Revolution 
were assumed—debts which were contracted by 
the States for the purposes of national defence. 

Mr. WALKER said he would agree that the re- 
solutions should be passed over informally, if Sen- 
ators would agree that they should come up to- 
morrow, at one o'clock. 

The CHAIR remarked that, if they were passed 
over informally, they would come up during the 
morning hour, and could not come up at one 
o’clock. 

Mr. WALKER continued. He deemed these 
resolutions of the utmost importance; for he be- 
lieved, if a large vote was had in favor of them, it 





would terminate the controversy about the assun, 

tion of those debts; a controversy upon a subie, 
which was fraught with more direful Consequence, 
to the Government, than any subject ever 
upon by Congress. He believed, if the rego} 
met the sanction of the Senate, the conflict 4 
by the.foreign bond-holders to force an assumpir 
would be abandoned. Therefore, he would a 
to Senators on the other side, (the Whig side,) tha 
if they would consent to let a vote be taken on the 
resolutions to-morrow, he would agree to |e them 
be passed by informally. 

Mr. BARROW was understood to say that thes 
resolutions could not be adopted without diseys, 
sion; for the doctrines of nullification embrace; 
in them would have to be discussed. 

Mr. WALKER would be glad if the Senato, 
from Louisiana [Mr. Barrow] would show Wheth. 
er the doctrines of these resolutions had any re. 
semblance to the doctrines of nullification, ag 4. 
serted by South Carolina. He (Mr. W.) assert; 
that it was within the power of Congress to repea| 
at any time, an act which it believed to be uncon, 
st@ational; but he believed that the deetrine of 
nullification, as asserted in South Carolina, wa 
that a single State could annul a law of Congres 
He wished that Senator to point out whether such 
a doctrine was asserted im these resolutions, Np: 
no such power was asserted: but they merely as. 
serted, in effect, that a subsequent Congress had the 
power to repeal an unconstitutional act of a pre. 
ceding Congress. They assert, secondly, that an 
act to assume the State debts would be null and 
void, and could not be carried into effect; and 
thirdly, that, if such an act were passed, it would 
be the sacred duty of Congress to restore the Cop. 
stitution by its repeal. These were the principles, 
and the only principles, in the resolutions, He 
again asserted, that, if the Senate would agree to 
take a vote on them to-morrow, at 12 o'clock, he 
would consent to a postponement. 


Mr. ARCHER made some remarks, with a view 
to show, that if it bad not been for the interference 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Watken} the 
other day, by moving these identical resolutions, 
as an amendment to the resolutions introdoce( 
by the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDvurrir,} an expression of the opinion of the 
Senate could have been bad on this subject. Senators 
belonging to the Whig side were willing to vot 
on the question as presented in the resolutions of 
the Senator from South Carolina; and, to accom. 
plish that end, he had suggested to the Senator 
from South Carolina to withdraw his acceptance o/ 
the modification for his resolutions, proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. WALKER replied that his resolutions could 
not have embarrassed the Senators on the other 
side, because the Senator from South Carolina 
did withdraw his acceptance, and he (Mr. W.) ac: 
tually withdrew his resolutions. 

Some farther remarks touching the subject of 
the withdrawal by Mr. Waker of his resolations 
took place between Messrs. ARCHER, WALK: 
ER, MERRICK, and the CHAIR; which was ter- 
minated by a general acquiescence that the res- 
olutions alluded to tormed no bar toa direct vole 
on the resolutions of the Senator from South Car 
olina on this subject. 

Mr. WALKER said, as it was now admit'ed 
that his resolutions, as introduced the other day, 
did not obstruct the wishes of the Whig party (0 
give a direct vote on the resolutions of the Senato! 
from South Carolina—they not being before the 
Senate when the vote was taken—he must be per 
mitted to say that it was the vote of the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. Arcner] himself that obstract- 
ed the wishes of the Whig party; because, after his 
(Mr. W.’s) resolutions were withdrawn, and he 
question was put on the postponement of the reso 
lutions of the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. 
McDorrig,] it was by the casting vote of the how 
orable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Arcwer] (bi 
these resolutions were postponed till December! 
next. The journals would show that it was by the 
vote ef that honorable Senator that an expressi0a 
of opinion of the Senate on these resolutions 4 
prevented; for, if he had voted against the postpone 
ment, a direct vote could have been had. 
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vr. ARCHER made some reply not distinctiy | 
understood, with a view to maintain that ihe Sena- 
tors on the Whig side were willing, as he had 
been, to express their opinion on the subject in the 
form in which it was presented by the Senator 
from South Carolina, (Mr. McDurrie } 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he did not think they 
had any more time to spend on these resolutions at 
this late period of the session; he, therefore, with 
a view toend the whole matter, moved to lay the 
resolations on the table. 

Mr. WALKER remarked that, inasmuch as it 
was asserted by the Senator from New York that 
he made the motion with the view to put an end 
to the matter, he (Mr. W.) had a right to consider 
ita test vote, and therefore asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. , 

The question, then, being put on the mo ion to 

lay on the table, it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 25, nays 18, as follows: 
Coe Ciayton, Covad, ‘Craft, Griteoden, Deyica, fevann 
Graham, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, a lenient 
Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tall- 
madge, and Woodbridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Buchanan, Galhoun, 
Cuthbert, Falton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Gonnecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, 
7 VYoung—18. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
BexTon on yesterday, was taken up for considera- 
tion, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to in- 


clude the permanent appropriations in the list of current ap- 
oe made each session, now directed to be published by 
Ww. 


Messrs. BENTON and WOODBURY made a 
few remarks, showing that, as the Secretary of the 
Senate was now authorized to make out his report 
for publication, it was almost impossible for the 
public, or even Senators, without much investiga- 
tion, to know what was the actual amount of appro- 
priatiops annually made. 

Mr. EVANS maintained that the Secretary of 
the Senate could not comply with the terms of the 
resolution. He was required by it to include in 
his report of current appropriations all permanent 
appropriations. He could not do it, because many 
appropriations were made, not specific in their 
character, but dependent entirely upon the action 
of the heads of departments. The only thing that 
the Secretary of the Senate could do, would be to 
append to his report the conjectural estimates of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in the cases ailuded 
to. Mr. E., therefore, moved to strike ontall after 
the word “resolved,” and substitute the following: 

That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to append to the 
publication of current appropriations now required by law, the 
amount of standing appropriations reported by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Congress at the commencement of each 
session. 

Mr. BENTON accepted the substitute, and it 
was then adopted. 

Mr. YOUNG made a motion for the postpone: 
ment of the business of the morning hour, for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of the 
bill to repeat the bankrupt law. 

Messrs. EVANS and GRAHAM assured the 
Senator from Illinois that they did not wish to 
retard or postpone action on that bill; but suggest- 
ed to him the propriety of gentlemen first disposing 
of the unfinished business of yesterday—being the 
naval appropriation bill; after whicb, the bankrupt 
bill could be taken up without opposition. 

Mr. YOUNG withdrew his motion, with the 
understanding that the bankrupt bill would come 
up so soon as the naval bill was disposed of. 

Mr. EVANS then moved that the Senate pro- 

ceed to the consideration of the naval appropria- 
tion bill. 
_ Mr. BATES said that there had been barely an 
impression made on the calendar of private claims. 
He suggested that the morning hour should not be 
wasted in idle debate, but that they should devote 
the remainder of the morning hour to the private 
calendar. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
resume the consideration of the naval appropria- 
lion bill, and decided in the affirmative. 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The unfinished business was then proceeded 

With—-being the further consideration of the navy 
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appropriation bill, as in committee of the whole; 
the question pending being on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Evans to the amendment submitied 
by Mr. Wituiams, in relation to the sum of $100,- 
000 authorized by the navy appropriation bill of 
last session, to be expended on the dry-dock at 
Brooklyn, New York; in which a discretionary 
power was given to the Secretary of the Navy to 
apply thatsum, or part of it, to the construction of 
a floating dry-dock. 

The amendment of Mr. Wittiams was, in suab- 
stance, to authorize, by reappropriation, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to expead the $100,000 alluded 
to, with outstanding balances of former appropria- 
tions, on the construction of a floating dry-dock at 
New York, in conformity with the plan approved 
of by the commissioners appointed by him 
tu investigate the subject last fall; to which 
Mr. Evans moved an amendment, that the 
expenditure should be upon such plan as, 
upon a reexamination of the subject, may 
be approved by the Secretary of the Navy, 
provided that such floating dry-dock—of suf- 
ficient capacity to raise a ship of the line, if one of 
that size be deemed expedient by the Secretary— 
shall be contracted to be built by persons of suf- 
ficient responsibility, for a sum not exceeding 
$200,000; and one of asufficient capacity to raise 
a frigate of the first class—if one of that size be 
deemed sufficient for the service of the navy—shall 
be contracted to be built for the service, not ex- 
ceeding the sum of $125,000; and whenever it may 
be contracted for and agreed upon, the sum agreed 
to be paid therefor shall not be paid until the dock 
is satisfactorily tested by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS explained, at some length, the 
reasons which had induced him to believe that the 
plan approved of by the commissioners should be 
adhered to. 


Mr. EVANS contended that there was a great 
diversity of opinion with regard to the preference 
that should be given either to that plan, or the plan 
of the sectional floating dock. His own mind was 
made up, from the mass of evidence before him, 
that the weight of testimony was in favor of the 
latter. It was, therefore, with a view of enabling 
the Secretary of the Navy to ieconsider the whole 
subject, and to take into view the contingency that 
it might be desirable to contract for one capable of 
raising a ship of the line, that he had skaped his 
amendment, and specified the limitation of cost. 

Mr. WILLIAMS maintained that the commis- 
sioners were competent judges, and had given the 
subject a thorough examination. The result of 
their mature deliberation was the recommendation 
they had made. He therefore gave it the prefer- 
ence. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that, not only on that 
point, but as to the necessity of a floating dock at 
all, there was a difference of opinion among the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HENDERSON explained that his intention 
(as expressed yesterday) was, in case any appro- 
priation should be made for the dry-dock at Brook- 
lyn, to ask for a similar appropriation for Pensaco- 
la. Now, if, according to the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evams.] a quarter of a 
million of dollars were to be expended on a float- 
ing dry dock at New York for ships-of-war of the 
largest class—which, being few, might be accommo- 
dated more advantageously in the stone-wall docks 
already constructed—he asked, would it not be bet- 
ter to make two floating dry-docks, each capable of 
raising a frigate—one of which might be placed at 
New York, and the other at Pensacola—each cost- 
ing only $100,000? 

Mr. PHELPS preferred leaving the subject just 
as it was left by the appropriaticn bill of the last 
session—at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Navy to apply the money then authorized either 
to the dry-dock at Brooklyn, or a floating dock, as 
most needed by the service. 

Mr. BAYARD said this subject had been con- 
stantly and urgently pressed upon members of Con- 
gress. They had been importaned without mercy 
by those who were interested inthe matter. For 
himself, he had been importuned almost to death. 
The subject had been pressed upon him, upon Con- 
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gress, and upon the country, in every variety of 
shape. The press had teemed with it, and had 
been probably paid for its exertions. 

At the last session of Congres, $100,000 had 
been appropriated for the erection of a permanent 
dry dock at Brooklyn; and a clause was inserted, 
that if the Secretary of the Navy, after making 
the necessary examination, should decide such a 
dock to be preferable in every point of view, he 
might apply the money to the construction of a 
floating dock. The Secretary appointed a board 
of commissioners, consisting of three competent 
gentlemen, to make the necessary examination. 
This commission did not report in favor of a float- 
ing dock, except as auxiliary to a permanent stone 
dock. It reported that a floating dock could not 
supersede a permanent dock; and, under certain 
circumstances, no floating dock would be necessary 
atall. Heread from the report of the commis- 
sioners the opinion, that a permanent dry-dock at 
Brooklyn would be sufficient for the repairs of al! 
ships coming into New York harbor. Only in 
cases of sudden emergency would a floating dock 
be necessary. But at Pensacola, it was thought, a 
floating dock, sufficient to raise a sloop-of-war, 
might be both convenient and necessary. It would 
enable our vessels in the Gulf to remain there to 
protect our commerce, longer than they now do; 
as they have to leave very often for the dry-docks 
at Charleston and Gosport, to undergo the slightest 
rspairs. 

The report of these commissioners had been 
seized upon by the friends of a floating dock, as 
conclusive that such alone was the proper one to 
be erected. But the report itself arrived at no 
such conclusion. A floating dock for repairs, as 
was the case with the Vincennes, might be found 
very convenient; but it could not, and would not, 
answer for rebuilding. This was the conclusion 
of the commissioners, endorsed by the Secretary of 
the Navy. All the Secretary asked for was an ap- 
propriation to erect a floating dock to be stationed 
at Pensacola, and to inagitate further inquiry and 
examination as to the relative merits of the dry and 
the floating docks in question. 

He thought the Government, under the existing 
state of its finances, ought to employ the floating 
docks already erected for the benefit of com- 
merce, and pay them as the owners of merchant 
ship do—by the ton. The Vincennes, one of our 
Government ships of twenty guns, had been repair- 
ed in one of these docks, and others might be; why, 
then, go to the expense of erecting a floating dock 
at Brooklyn at this time? He read several pas- 
sages from the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
to show that he asked only for an appropriation, 
at present, to erect the proposed floating dock at 
Pensacola, and to make further inquiry as to the 
merits of the two systems, now agitated, of con- 
structing these docks. 

The debate on this point was continued by 
Messrs. GRAHAM, CALHOUN, BAYARD, 
MILLER, CHOATE, WOODBURY, CONRAD, 
EVANS, HENDERSON, and CUTHBERT; 
and the yeas and nays being demanded by. Mr. 
EVANS on his amendment, they were ordered; and 
it was rejected—yeas 10, nays 26. 

Mr. GRAHAM now submitted the following 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Wittiams:]} 

To substitute for it: “That the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed not to apply or expend any part of the appropriation 
of $100,000 mentioned in the ninth clause of an act of Congress, 
approved on the 4th day of August, 1842, ‘ making appropria- 
tions for the naval service;’ nor the unexpended balances of 
former appropriation mentioned in said act, for the conetruc- 
tion of a floating dock at Brooklyn, or in the harbor of New 
York; and this shall not be understood as reviving or confer- 
ring any authority thereby to proceed with the construction of 
adry dock in said harbor, the making of which was provision- 
ally suspended by the said ninth clause of the said act; but the 
said sum of $100,000 appropriated, as above mentioned, shall 
be applicable to the construction of a floating dock at Pensa- 
cola, of the money for the repair of frigates of the smalier 
class, and upon such plan as the Secretary of the Navy shall 
approve.” 

A long discussion ensued on this amendment, in 
the course of which it was maintained by Messrs. 
WALKER, CALHOUN, ALLEN, and WOOD- 
BURY, that if an experiment was to be tried either 
between two plans of a floating dock, or between 
a floating dock anda stone-wall dock, with a view 
of testing whether the floating dock would supersede 
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the necessity for a stone-wall dock, the experiment 
ought to be tied at New York. Mr. BAYARD con- 
tending that no experiment was to be made, as the 
capability of a floating dock for repairs had been 
already satisfactorily tested, and its incapacity for 
building ships decided. 

Mr. Grawam’s amendment was sustained by 
himself and Mr. CONRAD. 

The question was then taken on this amendment 
to the amendment, and decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 22, nays 17. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the several amendments made in committee of 
the whole, with the exception of that relaiing to 
$50,000 to the medical bureau for paying off ar- 
rearages, and the last amendment, [Mr.Granam’s,] 
were concurred in. 

In relation to the appropriation of $50,000 pro- 
posed by the amendment made in committee of the 
whole for paying off arrearages ascertained by the 
medical bureau— 

Mr. WILLIAMS explained the estimates of the 
bureau itself, with a view of showing that there 
would be enough without this $50,000 to pay the 
arrearages. 

Mr. EVANS differed from his colleague on this 
point, and contended that the arrearages, amount- 
ing to $82,753 77, would swallow up the whole ap- 
propriation for medicines, &c. 

After a good deal of discussion between the two 
Senators, it. appeared that some changes made in 
the House, by which a few vessels would be thrown 
out of commission, would necessarily lessen the 
estimates about $10,000; which Mr. E. undertook 
to strike off the appropriations after the adoption 
of the commitiee’s amendment. 

The amendment was then concurred in. 

Mr. Granam’s amendment, adopted in commit- 
tee, next came up, and was read. 


Mr. TALLMADGE offered the following 
amendment to the amendment, as a substute: 

“And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby di- 
rected to apply $100,000 of the appropriation men- 
tioned in the 9ih clause of an act of Congress, ap- 
proved on the 4th day Of August, 1842, entitled 
‘Ap act making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice of 1842,’ and the balances of former appro- 
priations mentioned in said act, te the construction 
of a floating dry-dock at Brooklyn, New York, 
upon the plan preferred by the commissioners ap- 
pointed for that purpose; and if the said dock 
prove satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy, 
then the Secretary is hereby authorized to construct 
a similar dock at Pensacola, of a proper size for 
frigates of the smallest class, atasum not to ex- 
ceed $100,000; and the same is hereby appropriated 
for that purpose.” 

Mr. BAYARD contended that this was a propo- 
sition to force upon the Secretary of the Navy an 
appropriation of $100,000 more than he himself 
cails for, or says is necessary, contrary to his ex- 
press remons'rance; for he says he does not want 
a floating dock at New York at all. He says it 
would be wholly unnecessary. 


Mr. WOODBURY asked if the Secretary of the 
Navy had not called for a dry-dock at Brooklyn. 


Mr. BAYARD said, in a former report he had; 
but that would costa million of dollars; and, in 
the present state of the treasury, the Secretary did 
not ask to prosecute it. He says the docks already 
in use are ample enough for a much larger navy 
than ours, and will be sufficient, in time of peace, 
for years to come. 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The subject was further debated by Messrs. 
ALLEN, BAYARD, WILLIAMS, WOOD. 
BURY, and CALHOUN; and the amendment 
(Mr. Tattmanae’s) was rejected—yeas 17, nays 
22, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Calhoun, Choate. Crafts, Cuth- 
bert, Fuiton, Kerr, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, Tappan, Wal- 
ker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—17. 

NAYS—Messre. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Benton, 
Berrien, Buchanan, Clayton, Conrad, Crittenden, Dayton, 
Evans, Graham, Henderson, Hantington, Linn, McRoberts, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, and Phelps—22. 


The question then recurred on the amendment 
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of the committee of the whole, (Mr. Gnranam’s,) 
and it was concurred in. 

Mr. BENTON moved to strike out the appro- 
priation “for the support of Africans recaptured on 
the coast of Africa or elsewhere, and returned to 
Africa by the armed vessels of the United States, 
$5,000.” 

Mr. B. mace some observations not distinctly 
heard in the gallery; but they were understood to 
relate to the African squadron, 

Mr. EVANS assured the Senator that this appro- 
priation had nothing to do with the African squad- 
ron. It was an appropriation annually made for 
the specific purpose which it states. Whatever the 
Senator had to say about the African squadron, 
would more appropriately apply to another bill 
from the House, which would be under the consid- 
eration of the Senate in a few days. It was a bill 
for carrying out the provisions of the treaty. 

What followed was so imperfectly heard in the 
gallery, that it is rather by inference than otherwise 
it was understood that Mr. BENTON, witha view 
of addressing the Senate on the subject of appro- 
priations for the treaty, wished to have an adjourn- 
ment; and Mr. EVANS urged that the Senator 
might allow this bill to proceed, and reserve his 
purpose for the House bill, yet to come up; on 
which he said he could move an amendment, to the 
effect that no money appropriated by this appro- 
priation bill should be applied to defraying the ex- 
penses of the African squadron. This would 
bring up the whole question. It was also under- 
stood that Mr. BENTON asked the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations if any infor- 
mation had been received by this Government that 
the British ministry did not construe the treaty in 
ihe same light it was viewed by the Executive, as 
to the old British claim of the right of search. 

Mr. ARCHER was understood to say he was 
nnadvised on that subject, but would endeavor to 
be able to answer the Senator in the morning. 

The adjournment not being pressed, the question 
was taken on Mr. Benrton’s motion to strike out 
the $5,000 appropriation for returning captured 
Africans to the coast of Africa, and decided in the 
negative. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill in relation 
to holding a court in the western district of Penn- 
sylvania. 


Messrs. WALKER and CRITTENDEN asked 
and obtained leave to withdraw the papers of cer- 
tain claimants. 

Mr. BERRIEN moved to take up the bankrupt 
bill, with a view of passing it over informally, that 
it might be the first thing in order after the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

The House bill to repeal the bankrupt act, and 
the amendments proposed by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, were accordingly taken up,and, on motion, 
passed over informally. 

Mr. BAYARD called the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] to the resolution 
which he (Mr. Bayarp) had introduced early in 
the session, and to which the Senator had offered 
an amendment—he meant the resolution to rescind 
the expunging resolution. His object wes to fix 
some time for taking the vote on the amendment 
and resolution. At this late period of the session, 
when there was so much business to be done, he 
had no intention of making a speech, or raising a 
discussion on the subject; and would be perfectly 
willing to let both go to the vote at once. But if 
the Senator had a speech to make on his amend- 
ment, and would fix a day for taking the vote, be 
might do so. 

Mr, BENTON said the Senator could recom- 
mend his own time. 

Mr. BAYARD proposed Friday next, curing the 
mcrning hour. 

Mr. BUCHANAN thought, in consideration of 
the pressing business yet to be accomplished, Fri- 
day week would be better. There were but eight 
days of the session left to get through the most im- 
portant business. The question could not be taken 
on these resolutions without discussion. 

After a few remarks from Messrs, BAYARD, 






et 
ARCHER, and BUCHANAN, the subj vy 
dropped; and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEs, 
Wepnespay, February 22, 1843, 

Mr. LOWELL presented the petition of Andrey 
Ring and 67 other citizens of Labec, Maine, pray. 
ing Congress for an additional daty on sawed lng. 
ber, spars, piles, wood, bark, &c. from the British 
cermtorees which was referred to the Committee of 

ays and Means. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, from the Commitee o, 
Revolutionary Claims, made an adverse report ip 
the case of the heirs of Captain John Winatop: 
which, on his motion, was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked the House to take up 
a bill for the relief of Asahel Brainard, a man who 
was literally shot to pieces in the last war. The 
bill was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. PAYNE reported, from the Committee op 
Private Land Claims, Senate bill No. 109, being an 
act for the relief of the heirs of William Fisher, 
which was referred te the Committee of the Whole 
On the state of the Union. 

. DANIEL presented a petition in relation ip 
French spoliations prior to 1800: referred to the 
Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. ADAMS asked leave to present a variety 
of petitions in his possession, which he had been 
prevented from presenting on Menday, the usual 
petition day, by the House going into Commitiee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MALLORY objected. 

Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules, 
in order to enable him to present his petitions. 

Mr. MALLORY asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion, and they were ordered. 

Mr. STANLY suggested to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that, as the House 
was thin, he had better let his motion lie over 
until the expiration of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER concurred in the propriety of 
the suggestion. 


Mr. ADAMS said he would agree to let the com- 
mittees be called, provided the vote should im. 
mediately afterwards be taken. 

The SPEAKER then called on the committees 
for reports. 


Mr. S. J. ANDREWS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of various petitions: agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported Senate bill 113, 
relating to the appointment of the Assistant Post- 
masters General of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


Mr. BRIGGS also reported a resolution from 
the same committee, to the effect that Monday 
next shall be set apart for the consideration of all 
such business as shall have been reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 
remains not acted on. 


Mr. L. W. ANDREWS inquired whether the 
resolution included the bill from the Senate to pro- 
hibit private expresses? If it did, he should move 
to lay the resol«tion on the table, as he was op- 
posed to that bill in every shape. ; 

Mr. BRIGGS replied that it included all bills 
reported from the committee. 

The resolution (requiring two-thirds) was re 
jected. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, by direction of the Commit 
tee on Public Lands, moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill in relation to the two per cent. fand of 
Alabama under the distribution law. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. G. DAVIS, from the Committee on the Ja- 
diciary, reported a bill to authorize a survey of the 
north line of the reservation for the half-breeds of 
the Sac and Fox Indians, under the treaty of the 
20 h August, 1824. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and then 
read a third time, and passed. 
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i But in acceding to that, we have not abandoned our claims ‘ 
ray Mr. TRUMBULL, from the same committee, Mr. WISE inquired whether the petition on as oe ip cemeties nes, He dane ee eat var ae i 
made ap adverse report. desk of the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. tention, during the controversy, to abandon the right to which 
Mest’. MAYNARD and HALL, from the Apams] was one of the petitions which he wished we lay claim in the despatch I have mentioned. [Hear, hear, 
ittee on Revolutionary Pensions, made to present. hear.} We have not contented ourselves, sir, with leaving this 
Comm! ree ; fact to become known by a declaration in this House; but since 
adverse reports. * . (The gentleman from Virginia p inted to the the appearance of the President’a message, we have taken an 
Mr LINN, from the Committee on Public Ex- mammoth petition on frame-work, which we de- opportunity of jermere te the United erates the a 
RY : : . } : we place on the treaty. [Cheers trust, sir, that | have ‘ 
‘7 jture*, reported a eee calling o the scribed SPEA few « ays since.] said enough to entiaty the howe this ouln. I trust, also, ‘ 
ay. several officers and heads of departments for im- The S EAKER was understood to reply that that although compelled to avow a material difference of opia- " 
m. ormation as to whether the 17h section of that was one of the petitions which the gentleman ion between the two Governments upon this material question, ¢ 
ish HE je act of lastsession, requiring a report of the |) from Massachusetts wished to present. Which’ with: t> tndistae semaede'dee tigh euiieebaioel tee ¢ 
of BiB contingent expenses of the departments, printing, Mr. WISE asked whether it was signed by a || UnitedSiates. (Hear, hear.} 
&e., had been complied with. runaway slave from Virginia. {Cries ot *Order.’’} Objections were still made; and the Clerk began 
on The resolution was adopted. i The SPEAKER said the motion was to suspend |} to cali the roll on the question of suspension of the 
‘in Mr. T. W. WILLIAMS, from the Commiitee for the presentation of petitions generally. rules, on which the yeas and nays had been order- 
on; on Commerce, reported a bill to fx the salary of Mr. A. V. BROWN inquired if the yeas and || ed—great anxiety being manifested through the 
nd the surveyor of the port of Havre de Grace, Md.; nays were ordered? Hoose in relation to the matter. 
s bill in aid of the Nantucket Marine Canal The SPEAKER replied that they were. Mr. WISE rese when the Clerk had called a 
up Company; and a bill to authorize the construction Mr. L. W. ANDREWS inquired if, the motion || few names, and said, if it was the desire of the 
ho of awharf at the custom-house at New London: to suspend were sustained, whether it would sus- || House to adopt the resolution, he would withdraw 
‘he read twice, and referred to the Committee of the pend objections to petitions of a particular descrip- his objection. 
Whole House. : tion, also. oi The call was, therefore, suspended, and the reso- 
on Mr, PENDLETON, from the Committee on The SPEAKER said it would not. lution was adopted. 
an Military Affairs, reported a resolution requesting The yeas and nays were then taken, and resulted GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
er; HB ibe Secretary of War to inform the House whether || thus: Yeas 80, nays 103. Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House resolve 
Ole the pay of Major General Gaines had been reduced So the rules were not suspended. itself into Committee of the Whole, for the pnur- 
io that of a brigadier general; when such reducyjon || BRITISH CONSTRUCTION OF THE TREA- || pote of taking up the general appropriation bills. i 
10 TR took place; by whose order; and the reasons thtre- TY OF WASHINGTON. The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Gitmzr took 
the HMB for. ; Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL again effered his reso- || the chair. 
the The resolution was adopted. lution; which was in these terms: Mr. FILLMORE ‘moved that the committee 
Mr. STOKELY, from the famefcommittee, re» Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate take Up the bill making appropriations for navy 
ely ited @ Pee een eens the ernerees to to this on not, in his opinion, kopreper) whatever cor- pensions, 
to cost to be mace, an re- respondence or communication ma ave been received fro : . 
ul Te ee inch ier vs services ‘and = the British Government respecting the President’s construction Mr. CUSHING moved that the committee take 
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of the late British treaty concluded at Washington, as it con- - 
cerns an alleged right to visit American vessels. 

Mr. WISE objected to the reception of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved a suspension of 
the rules for the reception of his resolution; and 
on this he called for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered; but, before the vole was taken, he 
wished an extract to be read by the Clerk from a 
speech delivered by Sir Robert Peel in the Britsh 
Parliament on this subject, which was of infinitely 
more importance than any other that could be 
brought before the House. 

The extract was in ihe following terms: 

I rejoice thatthe honorable gentleman has given me an op- 
portunity of making some vbservations on the late message of 
the President of the United States. The sincere and earnest 
desire 1 have always entertained for the maintenance of a good 
understanding between this country and the United States, and 
the spiritin which I have always spoken of America, makes it 
a doubly painful duty to me to have to refer to that message; 


which, I amsorry to say, does not give acorrect account of the 
negotiations relative to the right of visit. 


Perhaps I may do right to confirm what the honorable gen- 


up the bill carrying into effect the treaty of Wash- 
ington. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York 
was agreed to; and, after the bill had been read 
through, and no amendment proposed, it was laid 
aside, to be reported. 

Mr. FILLMORE then moved that the commit- 
tee take up the bill making appropriations to fulfil 
Indian treaties; and, as bis motion was agreed to, 
be said he was instructed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to move to strike out an item for 
the payment of ademand for articles furnished on 
the order of Mr. Doty, thercommissioner to nego- 
tiate a treaty with certain Indian tribes. 

Mr. JAMES COOPER, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, by direction of that committee, 
opposed the motion to strike out, and explained the 
circumstances under which the articles were fur- 
nished. 

Mr. FILLMORE replied. 

After some remarks from Messrs. COOPER of 
Pennsylvania, REYNOLDS, and JOHN C. ED- 


















tee HB conduct at the battle of Withlacoochie, in Florida: 
read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 
es, Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a resolution to the effect that all 
on debate upon the bill for the relief of claimants un- 
der French spoliations prior to 1800, shall cease in 
om Committee of the Whole on to-morrow at two 
ase o'clock. 
ver Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired whether the 
subject had ever been taken up in commitiee. 
of The SPEAKER said it had last session. 
Mr. SAUNDERS moved to lay the resolution on 
m- the table. This motion was adopted—ayes 89, 
im: noes 80. 
Mr. FILLMORE moved the House go into Com- 
ees mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
This motion was adopted—ayes 86, noes 50. 
on Before the House went into committee, Mr. 
her ADAMS rese, and asked that the vote might be 
taken on his motion to suspend the rules, in order 


z ; te tleman has said, that there is nothing more distinct than the ‘ sos 

ost to enable him to present his petitions, right of visit isfrom the right of search. Searchisa belliger- WARDS, in opposition to the amendment, and 
13 Objection was made in various quarters; the ent right, and not ta be exercised in time of peace, except when from Mrssrs. FILLMORE and ISAAC D. JONES 
ist. ae tfleot of which was to induce Mr. STANLY to coyote vosel, DULL the caro alae Thowwchextendsnot |) in its favor, the question was taken on the amend- 
vas move a reconsideration of the vote by which the quite distinct from this, though the two are often confounded. || Ment, and it was rejected. 

the House had determined to go into Committee of the The right of search, with respect to American vessels, we en- On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, an amendment 


tirely and utterly disclaim. Nay, more: if we knew that an 
American vessel was furnished with all the materials requisite 
for the slave-trade—if we knew that the decks were prepared 


Whole. The reconsideration was carried, and Mr. 


was adopted, appropriating four hundred and odd 
FILLMORE withdrew his metion to go into com- 


collars for the removal of 250 of the New York 
om 


oy eee Wicatelstapcbie ait Seti toes ws ta ta || nalene, weet of, the. Mmsisiopl 
7 Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL rose and asked leave American vessel pass on. But the right we claim is, to know On motion by Mr. FILLMORE, a farther 
. \o offer a resolution of inquiry (in relation to the whether —— Oren . be American, and hoisting the || @mendment was eee ree $15,000 
; sti merican flag, be bona eé merican. a t sist oO t ; me 
snd ccastrection pat by the British Government upon There must be some great misunderstanding upon the sub- a mp Sea oi ree it ee ~ 
the treaty of Washington ) ject: but, considering the importance of maintaining this right— aw indians while altending, as witnesses, the in- 
Objection was made; and, after much confusion, . get ae rae a epee considering that we are con- vestigations, by acommittee of the Hoose, of clains 
p : ending for a right w s the only security against fraud, sj or the ) \ a. 
the the Speaker resumed the call of committees for against the grossest abuses by parties interested in this iniqui- =. yo ee Che eee Also, 2 modié 
fO- reporis, tous traffic; considering that we are now the advocates of a cation of the Di'l, so as to Inciuve an appropriation * 
pve Mr.L. W. ANDREWS reported a bill for the principle neshesaty 2 ae and security of ali mari- of $402, paid for the ransom of two while boys 
° . . .— § ‘ § aceo e { 
, relief of Jchn Everard; which was read three times of Commons, that the claim tothe right of visitation eeutended from the Camanches. 3 2 : 
and passed. for in the despatch of Lord Aberdeen has not been relinquished; Mr. GOGGIN offered an amenoment, appropri- 
ills Messrs. 8. N. CLARKE, AYCRIGG, and A. the, oe eer aie ns te deen a aling $12,000 to satisfy certain contracts entered 
. : ne spat of Lor ; ; , i i 
aes — = Committee on Revolutionary Aberdeen we adhere at this moment. (Cheers from both sides Soke fe Saat ren renrarey saan 
Te ensions, made adverse reports. of the House.) * chieis; > .G., 
Mr. YORKE Saleem. to get in a resolution ates as to the ge we have octave into with was agreed to. 
. ° . tates: | a at By } 
ity [ip formeeting at 10 o'clock bereafier. Objections || {teUaved Sater: nsigning chat reaty, wo consider shat we |! Mr. J. COOPER offered an amendment, appro- 
m- were made in all quarters of the hall. from the United States that they entered into that treaty priating $67 400 for the removal and subsistence of : 
ion Mr. TILLINGHAST, from the Committee on ume ny ne Proc noceomrily ._—— a nent of visits the Choctaw Indians west of the Mississippi, in ; 
- Nae 7 . > 7 uestion 29n. 
of the Library, reported a joint resolution in relation the slave trade, we thought that it was a step in sieotne ahi pursuance of the treaty of 1830; also, an amend- 
to the statue of Washington; which was referred the United States professed a readiness to despatch a naval || ment, appropriating $51,000 for carrying into effect 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the || force to the const of drococeses the duacheanet Fae the Chippewa treaty of October 4, 1842; both of 
. . ° . nava . 
Ju- Unien. : ; force as an equivalent for any right which we claimed; yet, which were agreed to. : 
the Various members endeavored to obtain action atill we thought that, fora great country like the United States Several other amendments were made; and the ” 
‘ot [Mb upon business relating to their constituents; but the |] ‘ike barsien with vs on the coas of Africa, although the |] bill was then laid aside, to be reported to the i 
the House refused to depart from the rules. although we claim no right to visit slavers, bona fide Ameri. || House. ’ 
Mr. ADAMS asked the House to take the ques- can, and the right is to be exercised by vessels of the United Mr. FILLMORE then moved that the fortifica- i 


States—we thought it, I say, a step in advance towards the 
ultimate suppression of the slave-trade to accede to the propo- 
sition of the United States. 


en tion now on his motion to suspend the rules, to al- 


tion bill be taken up; and the motion was agreed to, 
low him to present petitions. 


Mr. REYNOLDS moved that the appropriation 
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be reduced one-half; and he proceeded to advocate 
his motion for retrenchment. 

Mr. R addressed the House for some time on 
his motion; but 

The CAHIR arrested his remarks, saying that 
the motion was not in order; and, therefore, there 
was no question before the committee. 

Alter some farther remarks from Mr. REY- 
NOLDS, the bill was Jaid aside, to be reported. 

On motion by Mr. C. H. WILLIAMS, the bill 
authorizing the examination and survey of the 
harbor of Memphis, Tennessee, was considered; 
and no amendment being offered thereto, it was 
laid aside, to be reported. 

Un motion by Mr. FILLMORE, the committee 
next took up the bill making appropriations for 
the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 
and for continuing the Cumberland road, and for 
other purposes; and the bill having been read, 

Mr. GRAHAM moved to strike out the first 
section of the bill. Uniess ths Government had 
made up its mind to contract a debt as large as that 
of Great Britain, Mr. G. said it seemed to him 
that it was time to stop these enormous appropria- 
tions for such objects as were contained in the bill. 
Here they were without credit, without the ability 
to carry on the Government, except by borrowing 
and with litle ability to borrow; and yet they were 
called on to go all round the United States, giving 
a bonus (o every section, and to pass a_ bill which 
would involve the Government in debt for many 


years to come—and that, too, at a time when they | 


could not pay the current expenses for one year. 


It appeared to him that, if gentlemen would re- | 
fiect, they would see the impropriety of such a | 
They could not tell | 


course of extravagance. 
whether the tariff would produce ten, fifteen, or 
twenty millions, and some thought that it would not 
yield ten millions. 


It would seem to him, therefore, that to make | 


such approptiations at atime like this, would be a 


species of improvidence that no man couid justify, | 


As his object was to defeat the bill, he bad made 
the motion to strike Out the first section. 


The CHAIR said that the motion of the gentle- 
man was in order; but it would not reach the ob- 
ject he had in view, inasmuch as, before putting 
that question, (the bill having but that one sec- 
tion,} 1t would be in order for genilemen to offer 
amendments to make it more perfect. 


Mr. ADAMS suggested that the proper motion | 


for the gentleman to make would be, that the com- 


mittee rise, and report the bill, witha recommenda- | 


tion that it be rejected. 
Mr. GRAHAM accordingly withdrew his mo- 
tion, and moved that the committe rise, and report 


the bill to the House, with a recommendation that | 


it be rejected. 


Mr. FILLMORE objected, that the motion was | 


not in order; but 
The CHAIR overruled the objection. 


Mr. BARNARD then addressed the committee | 


at length in favor of the bill. 
Mr. FILLMORE addressed the committee in 


favor of the bill, and concluded by moving that the | 


commitice rise. 

The committee then rose, and reported the bills 
to the House on which the committee had acted, 
and the progress on the harbors and rivers bill. 

The navy pension bill was then erdered to be 
engrossed, and was read a third time, and passed. 

The bill making appropriations to fulfil treaties 
with Indian tribes was next taken up; and, after 
some discussion, in which Messrs. CAVE JOHN- 
SON, J. C. EDWARDS, and others took part, it 
was ordered to be engrossed; and was read a third 
time, and passed. 

The fortification appropriation Lill, the bill au- 
thorizing the examination and survey of the harbor 
of Memphis, Tennessee, and the other bills acted 
upon in committce, were disposed of in like 
manner. 

On the motion of Mr. FILLMORE, the amend- 
ments of the House to the army bill were insisted 
upon, and a committee of conference appointed to 
meet a like committee of the Senate. 

Several bills from the Senate were read twice, 
and committed. They were: 

A bill for the relief of John Hatchinson. 
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A bill to indemnify Major General Andrew 
Jackson, 

A bill granting a pension to Wm. McPherson. 

A variety of execulive communications were 
then presented to the House; amongst which wasa 
reply to resolutions of this House in relation to the 
caplure of Monterey by Captain Jones, who hes 
been recalled for that act. Also, copies of the cor- 
respondence which has taken place between the 
consul of the United States at Tangier and the 
Government of Morocco. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNT, 2,500 -copies of 


| the individual report of Mr. Aycrica, a member of 


the commiltee on the coast survey, were ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN reported a bil! from the Com. 
mittee on Public Lands, the title of which was not 
heard. 

Mr. J.C. CAMPBELL appealed to the House 
to take up bill No. 649—bdeing his bill to suspend 
the districting section of the apportionment bill; 
but, on a motion to that effect, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Tuurepay, February 23, 1843. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
aie a communication from the State Department, 
transmitting further returns in relation to the 
operations of the bankropt Jaw, in compli- 
ance with the resolution of the Senate of Decem- 
ber, 1842; which was, on motion by Mr. HUNT- 
INGTON, laid on the table. 

Also, presented a communication from the State 
Department, transmilting statements showing the 
number and deseription of passengers who have 
arrived from foreign countries in each collection 
district of the United States in each quarter, during 
the year, according to the returns made to that 
department by the collectors; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials from 
the Philadelphia Anti-Slavery Society;—one asking 
for such amendment of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States as will put an end to slavery 
in the District of Columbia; and the other against 
the admission of Texas and Florida, as Siates, into 
the Union, 

The question of the reception of these memorials 
was on motion by Mr. GRAHAM, laid on the 
table. , . 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Pablic Lands, to which was referred the joint res- 
olutions of the Legislature of Alabama, asking for 





the passage of a law authorizing the bills of the . 


Bank of the State of Alabama to be received in 
payment (eqnal to the amount of the 2 per cent. 
fund belonging to that Sate, not yet paid over to 
her) for the public lands sold in that State, reported 
a bill relating to the mode of payment of the 
two per cent. relinquished to the State of Alaba- 
ma; which was read, and ordered to a second read- 
ing. 

Mr. SMITH also, from the same committee, re- 
poried back, without amendment, Senate bill ma- 
king donations of land in several States for the 
education of the deaf and dumb, and blind, and 
for the relief of insane persons. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee cn Claims, 
reported back, without amendment, and with a 
recommendation that they do pass, the bill from 
the House for the relief of Robert T. Spence; 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Weiler; and 

The bill for the relief of John Hodgkin. . 

Mr. G. also, from the same commiltee, reported 
back, without amendment, and with a recom- 
mendation that it be rejected, the bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Lieut. T. W. Smith. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Pittsburg, praying an ap- 
propriation for the erection of a marine hospital 
at or near that place; on the ground that the com- 
mittee was opposed to the prayer of the memo- 
rial. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, trom the Committee on 
Commeres, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it be indefinitely 


postponed, the bill from the House, entitled 4 
for the erection of a marine hospital at Ke W ; 
in the Territory of Florida. y Wes 

Also reported back, from the same comm, 
without amendment, and with a recommenda, 
that it be indefinitely postponed, the pijj from 
House for the relief of Robert P. Norris. , 

Also reported back, from the same commit: 
with an amendment, House bill entitled Ap 7 
amend S act oe aN appropriation for 
erection cf a marine hospital at or ne a 
North Carolina. r ar Ociverk 

On motion by Mr. HUNTINGTON, 
vious orders were postponed, and the ab 
was taken up, as in committee of the whole, 

Mr. H. explained the nature of the amendme, 
It was then adopted, and the bill was Teporied 
the Senate; and, according to order, was read i 
third time, and passed. ' 

Mr. H., from the Committee on Commerce report 
ed a bill making an appropriation for continuing im 
provements in the navigation of the river Thame: 
in the State of Connecticut; which was read, ay 
ordered to a second reading. : 

Mr. H., from the same committee, to whi 

ad been recommitied the House bill enti 
An act to reduce the number and comper 
tion of the officers and other persons employed j 
the port of New York, reported the same bac; 
with an amendment, striking out the whole bill ay; 
substituting another for it, providing that the who) 
amount of compensation, in the collection of \ 
revenue at that place, shall be reduced so as not y 
exceed $388,500. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, to which ¥ 
referred, some time since, s> much of the anny 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
memoria!s of the Chambers of Commerce anj 
Boards of Trade of the several States in favor o 
the adoption of the warehousing system, made 
report, accompanied by a resolution asserting ih 
it is inexpedient, at the present session of Congres, 
to establish the warehousing system; and recon 
mending that the committee be discharged from ihs 
further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. H. said the report and resolution were th 
act of a majority of the committee; and the othe 
members of the committee who were friendly 1 
the system, and who differed from them as to tt 
expediency of its adoption, would present theif 
views in a separate report. He wished merely 1 
remark that the main object ef the committee w 
to examine, somewhat at large, what was called ihe 
incidental liberal warehousing system, to whic 
the committee does not agree. They believed th 
it was inexpedient, at this session, to legislate upo 
the subject. He would not, then, say that, a 
some other time, a system might not be proper. 
majority of the committee, in considering it in 
financial point of view, concurred in the opiaio 
that such a system would take from the revenoe, 
during the calendar year, from three to four and 
half millions of dollars. The estimate of the » 
revenue from the port of New York alone, ¥ 
about eight millions. The effect of the system, 
then, would be to reduce it to five or six millions 
The committee, therefore, in the present conditioy 
of the finance, could not recommend the sysiea 
prayed for in the memorials. 


Mr. KING said, being on the Committee 0 
Commerce, to which the subject of the warehousilg 
system had been referred for examination, and, & 
tertaining views different from those of a majo 
of the committee, the Senator from New York [M. 
Wraicurt] and himself believing that a properly rg 
ulated warehousing system would be greatly adva0 
tageous to the commeicial and shipping interes's 
the country, had prepared their views in the fora 
of a minority report, to go out to the country wil 
the report of the majority. They conceived ité 
to the country and to themselves that they shov 
take this course, as it was a subject of great 2 
portance. It was proper that they should do % 
that the attention of those who were particula! 
interested should be directed to it, In regard to 0 
financial point involved in this system, he wo 
only say, that when this subject was pro 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, he 
opposed the motion, believing that it involved & 
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jmportant financial question; but the Senate 
took a different view of it, and referred itto the 

Committee 00 Commerce, as a commercial ques- 

‘on, The members of the committee took it up 
on in a commercial point of view, and had pre- 
po their views for the country. He hoped that 
the report of the minority would be received, and 
ordered to be priated. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON remarked that the Sena- 
or from Alabama had stated the general impor- 
ance of the subject of the warehousiag system; 
and it was not necessary for him, therefore, to 
jwell upon it. Itwas asubject which had come 
yp there from the boards of trade, and those interest- 
ej in itparticularly, and was new. It was im- 

riant, therefore, that the attention of the public 

erally should be called to it. The importance 
of the subject to the mercantile and navigating 
interests had been examined in both the reports, 
snd commended to the attention of the country. 
He hoped, therefore, both reports would be printed. 
When he (Mr. H.) had spoken of the financial ef- 
fect of such a system, he spoke of it as one of the 
reasons for the postponement, and not the only one 
which they had. He moved, therefore, that the 
reports be laid on the table, and be printed; and at 
any time thereafter they could be taken up, if de- 
sired, by any Senator. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that he differed en- 
tirely from the views expressed by the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce. He thought that 
the present, rather than any future time, was the 
most imperative for efficient action concerning a 
liberal warehousing cystem. He referred to one 
cunnected with re-exportation by land, as well as 
by sea, to foreign countries. The report which had 
heretofore been made against the latter, he did not 
then discuss; because the matter might be exam- 
ined and provided for when the subject of ware- 
housing and exporting merchandise generally 
came under consideration. Now was the most de- 
sirable moment to legislate, fortwo reasons: Ist. 
The commercial interests being much depressed, 
would, by this system, obtain relief from paying 
cash duties, and laying long out of their money, on 
goods not consumed in the country. Until the 
warehousing system is established, the merchants 
are now unnecessarily subjected to this inconve- 
nience and loss; and thus we tax commerce and 
navigation, rather than consumption, until the laws 
are changed. 

In the next place, by introducing this system, im- 
ports will at once increase, and additional employ- 
ment, so very desirable, be at once given to our 
depressed navigation. Would we neglect longer, 
or refuse to permit this encouragement to so im- 
portant an interest,and an encouragement needed 
80 urgently? 

It had been intimated by the chairman, that the 
finances might suffer much by such a course the 
present year. Mr. W.could not concur in this 
opinion. 

Whatever had been said on this subject by the 
collector of New York, or the present head of the 
Treasury Department, it was manifest that few 
goods, now in the country, would go into ware- 
houses, Our merchants, under existing laws, are 
shrewd enough not to import many more goods 
than are wanted fur early consumption. They are 
unwilling to lie out of the cost, duties, and interest, 
any considerable time. 

The additional imports, under such a system, 
would not be brought into the country without it, 
till needed for immediate use. How, then, would 
the revenue-suffer? 

But, on the other band, a liberal warehousing 
sysiem might be guarded well against frauds; 
would relieve the commercial and navigating in- 
lerests in both the particulars before named, and 
make our seaports depots for the West Indies 
and South America, and encourage the sale here 
for these regions of many more even of our manu- 
factures to make up assorted cargoes desirable 

Extended, likewise, to liberal re-exports by 
land; our whole interior commerce, our canals, 
railroads, Jake, and river navigation would all be 
greatly advanced. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said, that, as to the re- 
mark of the Senator from New Hampshire that 
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it would not affect the revenue, he would only say 
that he still entertained the opinion he before ex- 
pressed, (which was the opinion of seven-eighths 
of all the officers of the customs who had been ad- 
dressed upon the subject,) that it would seriously 
affect the revenue. The reason of its so doing 
was, because there was now a year’s supply of 
goods in the country more than the people wanted. 
As to its effect on the navigatirg interest, all he 
wished to say, was, that there were two sides to 
that question. It did not follow that, if Congress 
adopted the warehousing system, it would give 
more employment to the navigating interest, so 
long as there waS not proper reciprocity in trade. 


If it would have any effect at all to give more em- | 


ployment tc the shipping interests, it would give 
employment io foreign sbipping, under our present 
commercial regulations. 
a drawback on goods re-exported, as well by sea 
as by land, he said that that subject had already 
been disposed of. 

Mr. WOODBURY said that his only object was 
to request the gentlemen on the committee friendly 
to the warehousing system, to call up this report; 
and, by some amendment, or some new measure, 
obtain, if possible, an early and favorable decision, 
before Congress adjourns. It was the delay that 
he deprecated. He did not feel justified in going 
into the merits of the subject farther at the present 
moment. But he must add, that the idea from the 
chairman, that a year’s extra supply of goods had 


been brought into the country, was very srapge— | 
passing s!range—when the whole imports of all | 


kinds for the last two quarters were less than thirly 
millions of dollars; hardly half the ordinary amount 
during the ten years past. 

The reports were then ordered to lie on the ta- 
ble, and be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution, 
which was adopted: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause to be laid 
before the Senate, at the commencement of the next session of 


Congress, a complete catalogue of all books, (records and pub- 
lic documents excepted.) atlases, maps, and files of public 


journals and newspapers belonging to the Government, in the | 
State, Treasury, War, Navy, and Post Office Departments, or | 


in the bureaus or offices of such departments, and in the office 


of the Attorney General; the whole to be properly arranged and | 


cesignated under their appropriate heads, by titles, subjects, 
dates, and languages, after the manner of the catalogue of the 
library of Congress; and the catalogues from each of the de- 
partments to be made out separately, and each giving the par- 
ticular bureau or office in which such books, atlases, maps, 
and files are kept. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, to which had been referred House bill | 


amendatory of the act establishing the branch mint 


at Dahlonega, Georgia, and defining the duties of | 


the assayer and coiner, reported the same back, 


with an amendment, applying the provisions of the | 


bill to the branch mint at Charlotte, North Caro- 
lina. 

Oo motion of Mr. BERRIEN, the previous or- 
ders were pos!poned, and the above bill was taken 
up, as in committee of the whole; and, after some 
explanation by Mr. B., the amendment of the 
committee was agreed to, and the bill was re- 
forted to the Senate, and finally passed. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON made an ineffectual ef- | 


fort to have taken up, and considered, the bill re- 
ducing the salary of the collector of the port of 
Camden, New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, on leave, introduced a bill 
to provide for holding a court at Williamsport, in 
the western district of Pennsylvania; which was 
tye read, and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
teé, 


et 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, ata subsequent part of this day’s proceed- 
ings, reported the above bill back; without amend- 
ment; and 

On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed for the purpose, 
and the bill was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole, considered, reported to the Senate, and 
finally passed. 
RIGHT OF SEARCH—THE CONSTRUCTION 

OF THE ASHBURTON TREATY. 

.Mr. ARCHER rose and said it would be in the 
recollection of the Senate, thatthe Senator from 
Missouri gave notice last evening of an inquiry 
which he desired to make to-day, founded upon 


With regard to allowing | 








| 
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the recent speech of Sir Robert Peel, in reference 
to the construction put upon the late treaty. Des- 
patches had since been received from our minister 
in London, a portion of which related to this 
topic. He read that portion of the despatch, 
that the Senator trom Missouri might be the 
better enabled to frame his inquiry. 
Mr. A. read as follows: 


Extract of a despatch from Mr. Everett to Mr. Webster, 
dated London, February 3, 1843. 


* Parliament was opened by commission yesterday. The 
Queen’s speech, and the very interesting debates upon the ad. 
dresses in the two Houses, will be found in the papers of to day, 
which accompany this despatch. I attended the debate in the 
House of Commons. You can judge ef the surprise with 
which I listened to the remarks of Sir Robert Peel on the al- 
leged fact that Lord Aberdeen’s letter to meof the 20th of De- 
cember, 1841, remained to this day “unacknowledged and unan- 
swered.’’ It was acknowledged by me in a note dated two 
days afterwards, (231 December, 1841,) which, however unim- 
portant, was transmitted to Mr. Fox by Lord Aberdeén, and 


| afterwards communicated to Parliament, and printed. 


“In this note of acknowledgment, I informed Lord Aberdeen 
that I should avail myself of an early opportunity of making 
some remarks on the very important topics treated 4 this letter. 
I pursued this course of ao iminediate acknowledgment of the 
receipt of Lord Aberdeen’s note, with notice of a purpese of 
replying, in due season, to its contents; because, being just 
arrived at my post, I had rot received the instructions which 
you had informed me I might soon expect on this topic, and 
which, as Lord Aberdeen’s note modified the ground and dis- 


| claimed the language of his predecessor, it was my duty to 


await. Such instructions ! should no doubt, in due time, have 
received; but, on the 27th of December, Lord Aberdeen inform. 
ed me that the special mission had been determined on; that 
Lord Ashburton would go to America, with full power to settle 
every point in discussion, including what was called the right 


| of search, which he deemed the most difficult; and expressed 


the opinion that it would be hardly worth while for us to con- 
tinue the correspondence on matters in dispute between the 
two countries; and though he was willing to consider and re- 
ply to any statement I might think proper to make on any 
subject pending the negotiation that might take place at Wash- 
ington, he supposed no benefit would result from a simultaneous 
discussion here. 


“Such were Lord Aberdeen’s observations, as reported by me 
in my despatch of December 31. 

“The negotiation took place; and a mode of dealing with and 
settling the question was happily agreed upon, which made it 
unnecessary te resume the discussion, so long continued, upon 
the subject. In fact, from the moment the special mission was 
announced, I considered the discussion as at an end; and as little 
likely to be resumed, in reference to search and visitation, as 
the boundary or the “Caroline.” 


He merely desired to say to the Senator from 
Missouri, that he was now prepared to go into 
any explanation which the Senator might desire, of 
the views of this Government in relation to this 
matter. The honorable Senator, however, would 
understand, that he was not pressing him for the 
motion; the Senator would, of course, choose his 
own time for making it. 


Mr. BENTON said he was quite prepared with 
his inquiry. It was already “cut and dried ” 

Mr. ARCHER. I know that is the habit of 
the honorable Senator. 

The bill making appropriation for the naval 
service for the half calendar year of 1843, and the 
fiscal year of 1844, having been engrossed, was 
read the third time and passed; and the question 
now being on the adoption of the title to the bill, 

Mr. BENTON rose and meved to recommit the 
bill, with instructions to strike out so much of the 
appropriations as related to the Afri¢an squadron. 

The CHAIR remarked that the bill was now 
passed, and the question was merely on the title; 
and it would, therefore, benecessary to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of the bill before the mo- 
tion to recommit could be considered. 

The motion was then made to reconsider, and 
carried in the affirmative; when 

Mr. BENTON remarked that the point of in- 
guiry was, whether the Government of the United 
States had received any intimation of a different 
construction having been put upon the treaty by 
Great Britain in rejation to the right of visit, from 
that given to it by thisGovernment? As to wheth- 
er the despatch of Lord Aberdeen had been replied 
to or not, although it might be a point of some 
moment between the parties concerned, it was not, 
however, the point to which he directed his inquiry. 
There did not appear to be, in the despatch of the 
American minister from London, (from which Mr. 
B. here read an extract.) a single word upon the 
subject of the construction given to the treaty by 
the British Government in reference to the right of 
visitation and search. This was the peint of in- 
quiry which he desired to make. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that, as the honorable 
Senator had signified his intention \o make an in- 
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quiry, without anticipating the nature of that in- 
quiry, and, inasmuch as a despatch had been since 
received, he (Mr. A ) deemed it but fair and prop-~ 
er that the attention of the Senator should be called 
to that despatch, that he might be the better able to 
sbape his inquiry. 

Mr. BENTON said, perhaps the gentleman 
would go a step farther, and tel! bim at what time 
the Government of the United Sistes would favor 
them with an answer tothe inquiry. If the gen- 
tleman would do this, he would confer an addition- 
al obligation. 

Mr, ARCHER requested the honorable Sena- 
tor distinctly to repeat his inquiry. 

Mr. BENTON said he would read from an Eng- 
lish newspaper pablishetl at Liverpool, an extract, 
purporting to be a speceh of Sir Robert Peel, in 
which it was declared that there was no relinquish- 
ment, in bis opinion, of the right of visitation of 
American ships upon the coart,of Africa; that the 
late treaty conceded nothing upon this point; and 
that Great Britain would adhere to the principle 
which she had assumed in seference to that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. ARCHER said the honorable Senator from 
Missouri would reco}lect that it had not been as- 
sumed by the Executive of the United States, in 
the message communicating the treaty to the Sen- 
ate at the last session of Congress, that Great Brit- 
jan had renounced ber right of visitation. As to 
the right of search, that had been renounced, 
according to the distinct declaration of Lord Ab- 
erdeen. 

{Mr. A. read from the President’s message. } 

He asked the particular attention of the Senator 
to the passage. And he asked the honorable Sen- 
ator how he conld affect to suppose that it was 
ever contemplated, on the part of the executive 
Government of the United States, that there had 
been any renouncement of the r'ght of visitation 
on the part of the British Government? How was 
that gentleman, with the message of the President 
before him, authorized to suppose that there had 
ever been any such expression on the part of this 
Government, or of renunciation on the part of the 
British? Not only was this never contemplated, or 
asserted upon the formation of\ the treaty, but it 
was expressly siated, in more than one part of the 
message, that the keeping of a squadron apon the 
coast of Africa was, of itself, to pat an end to the 
occasion for the right of visitation. It was not possi- 
ble to obtain from either party a direct and exe 
plicit renunciation of this right; and it was not 
considered advisable, in such case, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, (which, as well as the 
British negotiator, had earnestly at heart to acjust, 
as far as practicable, all the points in dispute,) be- 
cause they could not come to an arrangement 
which would be absolutely satisfactory upon this 
point, should, as the Senator seemed to imply by 
his remarks, not attempt todo anything. A re- 
nunciation of the right of visit not having been ob- 
tained, it was thought advisable to obtain what 
was considered the next best thing. And, accord. 
ingly, an arrangement was made which tended fo 
remove the necessity for the exercise of that right. 
We had as many as 80 guns dispersed in small 
vessels upon the coast of Africa; and he put it to 
the Senator from Missouri to say whether there 
was a probability that there would be any occasion 
for the exercise of that right. Alhough Great 
Britain might be unwilling to abandon the right; 
although we could not extinguish the claim of 
Great Britain to the right of visitation, the exer- 
cise of which was so obnoxious to us—it was highly 
improbable that any occasion would arise between 
the two Governments for the exercise of the right 
of visit, or for any collision upon that subject. 

It was, he thought, a question for the considera- 
tion, not of this Government only, but of the peo- 
ple of the United States, how far we should draw the 
line of distinction between the righl of visitation, and 
the right of search, which the British Government 
bad disclaimed; how far the line of distinetion 
should be drawn, under the principles of inierna- 
tional law. He supposed the Senator from Mis- 
souri would agree with him that, whilst we claimed 
exemption for all vessels sailing under our flag, it 
was not unreasonable on the part of the British 
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Government to require that we should give some 
sort of security against the abuse of that flag. We 
bad not, as many gentlemen supposed, followed in 
the footsteps of Great Britain in reference to this 
matier; but we had gone pari passu with her. It 
was to the signal honor of this Government that it 
had been the first to put the brand of piracy upon 
the slave-trade, and had been the means of causing 
the Government of that country to put the brand 
of piracy upon it. Suppose one of our own ves- 
sels, depnted to carry out our own policy, had seen 
at a port in Cuba, or elsewhere, a vessel destined 
for the slave traffic—suppose our cruiser meets this 
vessel at sea, and she runs up the flag of some 
other nation: would the honorable Senator contend 
that we had no right to make some irquiry es to 
the real state of the case? Was it not reasonable, 
therefore, that we should afford some means of as- 
ceitaining whether a vessel, purporting t> be Amer- 
ican, was so in reality? It was true that the Amer- 
ican flag ought to protect every spot over which it 
was raised; but he would tell the honorable Sena- 
tor it should be really the American flag, and nota 
counterfeit. 


He could inform the Senator that complaints 
had been brought to the State Department of the 
interference of our cruisers with vessels suspected 
of being engaged in the slave trade, the papers of 
which vessels actually showed that they had been so 
engaged; and, if he was rightly informed, more 
than one investigation wat now on foot in refer- 
ence to such vessels. 

He made these observations merely to show 
that, whilst it is true that ne renunciation had been 
made on the partof the British Government in re- 
gard to the right of visitation, yet inasmuch as the 
conficting claims of the two Governments were 
cf such a nature as from necessity to render them 
extremely difficult of adjustment, it was a high 
merit on the part of the Government of the United 
States, that, finding itself unable to come to any 
sa'isfactory adjustment with the British negotiator, 
they had done the next best thing to put an end to 
ail preiensions on the part of the British for resort~ 
ing again tothe exercise of thatright. He thought 
that, in doing this, the Government had acted wise- 
ly, and that it deserved the commendation of the 
country. 

Mr. BENTON observed, that the extract read 
from his place by the chairmain of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, [Mr. Arcner,] only referredtoa 
subordinate point of Sir Robert Peel’s letter—tha® 
of the neglect to answer Lord Ashburton’s despa'ch 
of December, 1841. The extract read, only referred 
to that point; while bis inquiry was wholly di- 
recied to the question of difference or no difference 
on the essential point of the meaning of the treaty. 
Sir Robert Peel declares that difference, and pro- 
fesses himself doubly pained to say that the Presi- 
deni’s message is not correct. He says the right 
of visitation is not given ap—that England will 
not concede it: the President, in his message of last 
December, informs the two Houses that search, 
visit, and visitation, are all obviated by the treaty; 
and congratulates the country upon it. Thie is the 
point of difference between the two Governments; 
and it is vital! It is a question of treaty or no 
trea'y! For, if the parties misunderstand it on this 
great point, there is an end of concord, and dissen- 
sion must immediately rise. 

The Senator from Virginia read from the Presi- 
denv’s message of August last. Sir Robert Peel 
was remarking upon the message of December 
las!; and that message shows the difference which 
the British minister announces. The Pre@dent, 
in that message, states the mischief, to wit: that 
cur vessels had been subjected to visitation (as 
the British called it) in the African seas; that this 
visitation was only search in different words, and 
in a new form; and then refers to the treaty as put- 
ling an end to all pretence for this practice, call it 
what you may, in timetocome. The evil of this 
visitation is, then, according to the President, now 
terminated. According to Sir Robert Peel, it is 
not terminated. And here is the difference—and 
& serious one. 

Mr. B. would not go into the question of right 
or wrong, or extend the basis of the discussion, by 
opening questions of maritime rights, He would 
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it, and to settle it. It must be settled: and th , = ove 
sooner the better. The declaration of the Britis 4 not stof 
minister declares a difference; and that js q an innoce 


on which each Government judges for jtse\¢. 
have no common superior to judge between th 
The declaration of a difference makes qa diffe . 
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and it is immaterial, so far as CONSequences gy ages frot 
concerned, which is right, or which is wrong i's messa 
all national, as in all individual disputes, one mn the 


must be in the wrong; but that does noi preven; ing of | 


fight ora war. The party ia the Wrong may figh: betwee 
and from the formal manner in which the Bjjmy an immed 
mipister has stated this difference, it is very cles Mr. ARC) 
that be intends that our vessels shall be searches ratulaie 


in the African seas hereafter, just as heretofore 
What then? Shall our Government go on pjipg 
fold with the treaty, until the case occurs—ppjj 
an American vessel is searched by a Brits, 
erniser, and then negotiate, or fight? Shaij 


ot be necess 
uations © 
of the | 
few wo 
there ¥ 
een Sir B 
ied State: 
yuid be d 
gst of cour 
guid pow I 
im the spe 


to wait for events, instead of guiding them 
(Mr. B ) was in favor of stopping all action unde 
this clause of the treaty, until the two Gover. 
ments agreed as to its meaning. 


Mr. B. said here was an exemplification of the smn in asser' 
mischiefs of negotiating treaties without protocols, mpinion bet 
There is not a word in the correspondence between amt Robert FP 
Mr. Webster and Lord Ashburton as to the origin, fam ibe Britis! 
progress, or formation of the articles for the squad. i been fi 
ron. The British minister’s name does not appear mmuiled Siate 


in connexion with the subject, until it appears in the am "4s Decau 


treaty; and no light can be thrown upon the mean. gampruish Gove 
ing of the treaty, from a reference to their prop. mmaions Upo! 
ositions pending the negotiations. Ali is blank gmpriish nego 
there; and the two Governments are left to main. qamesited; tha 
tain their respective constructions in the best way Ime 10 do 
they can. nd that we 
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right of 


It was no 


Mr. B. said We now had a practical commentary 
upen the improvidence of entangling ourselves 
with foreign alliances. Washington warned us 
against it: for fifty years we bave kept clear of MMM was beca 
such alliances: in August last, we entered in’o one Mipedient, | 
of these alliances; and now, in February, we have course i 
a difference as to the meaning of an article in Mp of the 
this alliance—a difference which cannot go toa MiMereed in 
practical result, without involving the honor or the views 0 
peace of the country. would 


Mr. B. said there was nobody to celebrate the lly fear 
gigantic intellect of General Jackson; yet, in the jmprounce | 
answer which he directed Mr. Forsyth to give to Execu 
Sir Charles Vaughan, in October, 1834, in relation Mpetsident b 
to this very point of a convention with England Tegarde 
for the suppression of the slave-trade, there wai Mmpsaion | 
wisdom, which, compared to the wisdom which of- p® becau: 
fered this convention, was as the pyramid of Cheops ime 2d beer 
isto a giain of mustard. President Jackson, at fey. W 
that time, pesitively refused to enter into any con- mmpalon oft 
vention on the subject. He directed him to say to his powe 
Sir Charles Vaughan, that the Government of the pd, aa 
United States was “définitely formed not to become Mmpeciical 0 
a party to any convention on the subject of the slave prevent 
trade.” Tors was the answer of G:neral Jackson, Hart o! ils e: 
It isthe American answer; and it put anend tothee Jim He desi 


propositions for a convention until the present Ad- Ht the 
ministration came into power. uator fr 

Mr B. said he did not go into the question of vainly 
identity between search and visitation. The Presi Bp aeat | 
dent treated them as identical; Sic R. Peelas dif por w 


ferent. He (Mr. B.) did not entertain the ques hol 
tion. It was clear there was a difference as to (he hot 
execution of the treaty; and whether the ship was had d 
to be stopped on the high seas for the purpose of gm thin 
being searched, as for the purpose of being visi'ed, ¥ allt 
a preliminary objeciion arose, and that was, the ar ine c 
rest of the ship itself! The arrest of the ship 00 : ay 
the high seas, like the arrest of an individual on ar 
the high road, was itself an act incompatible Se; 
with freedom; and in the case uf English naval me 
officers, ('o use the language of the London Times,) 1a | 
if there was any doubt in the case, they took the 
trick. This was the language of the Times, 
February last, in relation to impressment; and It 
will apply in all cases where they have a right (0 
arrest an American vessel: they will take the trick, 
if they have doubts; and doubts can easily 




















~ 4 where be that raises (hem is the authority 
solve em, and bas. an interest in solving them 
yin their own favor. Stopping a vessel on the 
‘sh seas, Mr. B. understood to be firing ahead of 
> and over her, and thea through her, if she 
4g not stop. This was a rude process, even if 
gn innocent purpose; and he was against sub- 


American vessels to be so stopped by Brit- 
B ooneladed his remarks by reading the 
cages from Sir R. Peel’s speech and the Presi- 
nig message, Which showed the difference be- 
the two Governments in relation to the 
‘ng of the treaty; and which must lead to col- 
between the two countries, if not prevented 
an immediate understanding. 
"Mp. ARCHER remarked that he had cause to 
alaie himself and the Senate that it would 
i be necessary to reply to all the discursive ob- 
ations of the Senator from Missouri; for the 
of the Senate would not be much delayed by 
few words he should find sufficient to prove 
there was no such difference of opinion be- 
ven Sir Robert Peel and the President of the 
ued States as the Senator supposes; and if this 
ygid be demonstrable, the Senatoi’s argumenis 
gst of course fall to the ground. The extracts he 
suid now read from the President’s messages, and 
ym the speech of Sir Robert Peel, would jastify 
in in asserting that there was Lo contrariety of 
inion between them on the subject of the treaty. 
Robert Peel asserted nothing new on the part 
ihe British Government; and what he did assert 
d been fully admitted by the President of the 
sited States. He (Mr. A.) had told the Senator that 
was because no answer could be obtained from the 
itish Government during the progress of the nego- 
\jons upon that particular point, and because the 
itish negotiator was not instructed to yield all we 
ired; that this Government thought it expe- 
at io do what was considered the best thing— 
pithat was to render it improbable that those 
\lisions which had grown out of the exercise of 
right of visitation should again occur. 


li was not because the two Governments differed; 
of MM was because they agreed that it was considered 
one Mspedient, on the part of this Government, to take 
ave Mime course it did. The views of this Government 
} in ind of the Government of Great Britain not only 
0.2 Miereed in themselves, but they agreed also with 
the views of the Senator from Missouri himself, if 
would sincerely acknowledge them; but he 
the lly feared that the honorable Senator would 
the fmecounce his Own views rather than agree with 
e {0 Executive. The Senator had said that the 
ion Hapesident had intimated, in both his messages, that 
and fe tegarded the right of search and the right of 
wai Maion equivalent to one another; and that it 
of. pe because the President so regarded them, that 
ops fr 'ad been induced to procure the adoption of the 
,at Mealy. Why, he would have procured the renun- 
on- amelion Of the right of visitation also, if it had been 
y to fie bis power to do so; but, as that could not be ob- 
the Mped, an effort had been made to prevent the 
ome ical operation of that right, and, consequently, 
ave: Me prevent all collision that, might possibly grow 
on, Mae! its exercise. 
ese ie He desired the particular attention of the Sen- 
Ad- io the tenor and effect of the argument af the 
tator from Missouri. After this Government 
of HP vainly endeavored to induce the British Gov- 
esis My'Ment to renounce the right of visilation, the 
dif HaPlor would have us do nothing, because we 
ne MP’ not obtain that concession. Although this 
ihe Jd not be obtained in the manner desired, yet 
was (i) bed done what would amouat to almost the 
eof ime thing, They had done what would take 
ed, (PY all motive on the part of the British Govern- 
‘at $20 carry into practical operation this right, 
on fi (bey would thus have all the beneficial fruits 
jon [i¥¢ direct renunciation. 
ible Senator from Missouri had spoken of the 
val Pom of Jackson. This theme was a favorite 
es,) with the honorable Senator. He would ask, 
the JP °"ld Jackson, or would any man have exhibited 
, in wisdom, in the negotiation of such a treaty, 
d it JP" his Government had done? But, admitting 
t to toe taken by the Senator from Missouri to be 
~ ounded, what would it amount to, even in 
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that aspect? What was it he now asked the Sen- 
ate to de? To break their pligh’ed. faith, (tor he 
could not pretend to deny that the faith of the 
Government had been plighted to ebserve the stip- 
ulations of the treaty,) because, according to bis 
notion, we had not such provisions as were expe- 
dient. Sir, (said Mr. A,) was this the doctrine 
which the honorable Senator meant to avow on 
that floor? Did he mean to urge this doctrine 
in relation to this or any other provision of the 
treaty, all of which, itappeared, were obnoxious 
to the honorable Senator? For the doctrine of the 
honorable Senator, in relation to him who filled 
the chief piace in the Department of State, seemed 
to be that ‘nothing good could come out of Naza- 
reth.” He would put it to him, if he took such 
exceptions to all of the provisions of the treaty, 
was the faith of this Government to be renounced, 
to be trampled upon, to be disregarded, unless 
every provision of the treaty shouldybe suitable to 
the views of one of the parties to thgageaty? This 
was the true interpretation of the homfable Sena- 
tor’s dectrine; though he was sure he would noi be 
willing directly to avow and to vindicate such doc- 
trine. But suppose the treaty to be as bad as the 
honorable Senator represented it: would he refuse 
the appropriation necessary to carry it into effect? 
With the same propriety, he might refuse the ap- 
propriation for carrying the recaptured Africans to 
their homes—which was made necessary by the 
provisions of a former treaty—should those former 
Stipulations be caarcelled, in consequence of the 
Senator’s objections io the recenttreaty. Let the 
Senate judge, from the arguments employed by the 
honcrable Senator, how far that dispesition was 
manifested. 


He thought there could be no hesitation, (the 
geniieman having expectorated the wrath which 
filled his bosom,) but that he would now let the 
appropriations go on, and not violate the faith of 
the Government. The Senator relied very mach, 
in ithe course of his observations, upon the alleged 
discrepancies between the two messages of the 
President—the one of August 11 of last year, and 
the other at the beginning of the present session. 
He (Mr. Arcuer) asserted that the purport of the 
two was idenucally the same, The President, in 
both of them, took the ground that he was now 
stating—not that the right of visitation had been 
renounced, but that we had prvucured certain ar- 
rapgements in substitution of the exercise of that 
right. Mr. A. then read from the message accom- 
panying the treaty, what followed that which the 
honorable Senator reads 

“In my message at the commencement ofthe present session 
of Congtess, I endeavored to state the principles which this 
Government eupports respecting the right of search aod the 
immunity of flags. Desirous of maintaining those principles 
fully, at the same time that existing obligations should be ful- 
filled, [ have thought it most consistent with the honor and 
dignity of the country that it should execute its own laws, and 
perform its own obligations, by its own means and its own 
power. The examination or visttation of the nrerchant vessels 
of ore nation, by the cruisers of another, fer any purposes 
except those known and acknowledged by the law of nations, 
under whatever restraints or regulations it may take place, 
may leadto dangerous results. It is far better by other means 
to supersede any supposed necessity, or any motive, for such 
examination or visit. Interference with a merchant vessel by 
an armed cruiser is always a delicate pi®ceeding, apt to touch 
the point of national honor, as well as to afiect the interests of 
individuals, Ithas been thought, therefore, expedient—not only 
in accordance with the stipulations of the treaty of Ghent, but, 
at the same time, as removing all pretext, on the part of 
others, for violating the immunities of the American flag upon 
the seas, as they exist and are defined by the law of nations— 
to enter into the articles now submitted to the Senate,” 


He resflirmed that the grounds taken in the 
two messages were the same identica/ly, to wit: 
not that the right of visitation had been abandoned, 
but that An equivalent had been obtained. 

Mr. BENTON desired to read a single sentence, 
to show the difference between the two messages. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that, if there was a dif- 
ference, it was not upon this point. It was because 
the right of visitation had not been renounced, that 
provision was made for the African squadron. 

Mr. BENTON said the real question was the 
disagreement between this Government and that of 
Great Britain as to the tue interpretation of the 
treaty. Toshow that there wasa difference, he 
would first read the language of the President of 
the United States, and then that of Sir Robert Peel. 
The President of the United States, in his annual 
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message to Congress at the begianing of this ses- 


sion, says (and it is 4o that message Sir Robert 


Peel alludes:) 


‘In the enforcement of the laws and treaty stipulations of 
Great Britain, a practice had threatened to grow up, on the part 
of ts cruisers, of subjecting to visitation ships sailing under 
the American flag; which, while it seriously involved our mar- 
itime rights, would subject to vexation a branch of our wade 
which was daily increasing, and which required the fostering 
care of the Government And although Lord Aberdeen, in his 
correspondence with the American envoys, at London, ex- 
preasly disclaimed all right to detain an American ship on the 
high seas, even if found with a cargo of slaves on board, and 
restricted the British pretension to a mere claim to visit and 
inquire; yet it could not well be discerned by the Executive of 
the United States how such visit and inquiry could be made 
without detentionen the voyage, and consequent interruption 
to the trade. Tt was regarded as the right of search, presented 
only ina new form, and expressed in different words,” 

° e ° 


“From this it will be seen that the ground assumed in the 
message has been fully maintained, at the same time that the 
stipulations of the treaty of Ghent are to be carried out in good 
faith by the two countries; and that all pretence is removed for 
interference with our commerce, for any purpose whatever, by 
a foreign Government.” 

He should now turn to what Sir Robert Peel 
said in his late speech in Parliament: 


“IT rejoice that the honorable gentleman has given me an op- 
portunity of making some observations on the late message of 
the President of the United States. The sincere and earnest 
desire I have always entertained for the maintenance ofa good 
understanding between this country and the United States, and 
the spiritin which 1 have always spoken of America, makes it 
adoubly painful duty to me to have to refer to that m e; 
which, I am sorry to say, does not give a correct account of the 
negotiations relative to the right of visit.” 

He then goes on to state the difference between 
the right of search and the right of visitation, and 
then says: 

“TI trust, sir, that I have said enough to satisfy the House on 
this point. I trust, also, that although compelled to avowa 
material difference of opinion between the two Governments 
upon this material question, I have stated this difference of 
opinion with the respect which I wish to maintain towards the 
high authorities of the United States.” 

There is another part in which he declares ex- 
pressiy that the right of visitation, claimed in Lord 
Aberdeen’s despatch, has not been relinquished, 
and will not be relinquished. Now, here is palpa- 
ble evfdence that there is a difference of opinion as 
to the construction of the treaty, between Sir Robt, 
Peel and the Executive of the United States. That 
was the point at issue. 

Mr. ARCHER observed, that all the speech said, 
was, that the British Government had not re- 
nounced the right of visitation contended for in 
Lord Abefdeen’s despatch; and the President of 
the United States says it was because the British 
Government would not renounce the right of visita- 
lion, that the arrangement became necessary for 
placing a squadron in the African seas to carry 
oul our own laws, and supersede the necessity for 
the exercise of the right of visitation adhered to 
by the British Government. There is no difference 
of opinion in Sir Robert Peel’s views and those of 
the President of the Uriied States, as to the ad- 
herence of the British Government to the right of 
Visitation 

Mr. BENTON had read from Sir Robert Peel’s 
speech the passages in which he insisted on his 
interpretation of the treaty. He should now read 
a passage from the Presideni’s message of Decem- 
ber last, in which are stated his views in relation 
to the synonymes—right of search and right of 
visitation. He says: 

“ In close conformity with these views, the eighth article of 
the treaty was framed, which provides that ‘each nation shall 
keep afloat, inthe African seas, a force of not less than eighty 
guns, to act separately, and apart, under instructions from 
their respective Governments, and for the enforcement of 
their respective laws and obligations.’ From this, it will be 
seen that the ground assumed in the message has been fully 
maintained . * a * and that all pretence is re- 


moved for interference with our commerce, for any purpose 
whatever, by any foreign Government.” 


Now, what he (Mr. B.) insisted on, was this: 
That there was a radical difference of opinion be- 
tween the two Governments as to the construc- 
tion of the treaty; and that in the most vital point; 
and that we should have this difference cleared up 
before we go any further. 

Mr, ALLEN said it was very well known, that, 
at the time the treaty was presented for ratifica- 
tion, it was supposed by many that its phraseology 
would give rise to a difference of construction; 
and by some it was supposed that it was so arranged 
as to admit of a difference of construction, with 
the express view of creating future difficulties, 
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Nevertheless, the treaty was displayed before the 
Senate and the country as the olive branch of 
peace—as a sort of love-pledge between the two 
countries, by which they would be enabled here- 
after to live upon termsof unbroken amity; aed 
the circumstance that it was an olive branch of 
peace, and that, by its ratification, the peace of the 
country would be guarantied hereafter;—it was for 
that reason thatso much credit was claimed for 
those who negotiated it. At the meeting of the 
present Congress, following up, and appropria- 
ting to himself the glory of having accom- 
plished this great work of national deliver- 
ance from impending war, the President of the 
United States set forth, in his annual message, 
the objects which the treaty bad accomplished, and 
the means which had been employed to accomplish 
them. The message was laid before Congress and the 
country, as weil as before the British prime minis- 
ter; and upon the opening of the British Parlia- 
ment, that minister had congratulated himself upor 
the occurrence of the first opportunity to state in 
his place, and with all the responsibility belonging 
to his station, that he was compelied to say that 
the Government of the United States, speaking 
through the executive message, had totally mis- 
taken the object of the British Government in ne- 
gotia'ing the treaty. From this, it might very nat- 
urally be sapposed that it would produce an ap- 
prehension here that the Administration had been 
tricked, and that we had failed by this treaty 
to accomplish the deliverance of the country 
from impending war; and now they were told, 
notwithstanding the express and positive an- 
nouncement of the views of the British Gov- 
erhment in relation to it, as expressed by their 
prime minister, that the President had musunder- 
stood the thing, and that he had put an erroneous 
construction upon the treaty. Notwithstanding 
that they were told by an honorable Senator that 
the prime minister was totally mistaken; though 
the words of the President’s message impressed 
him (for he must be supposed to have weighed 
them critically) with the belief that this country 
thought it had gained something by the African 
squadron, yet such was not the case; this 
Government had obtained no advantage—-had se- 
cured no postponement of a war. No, sir; in 
oider to keep that before the people as an 
olive branch, in the face of this adverse declara- 
tion of the British Government, this Government 
came down and declared that she was mistaken— 
that they agree entirely with the British constrac 
tion of the treaty. What was that constfuction? 
Lord Aberdeen has asseried, in a labored commu- 
nication, first, that there was a difference between 
the right of search and the right of visitation; and 
he had likewise asserted, that the British Govern- 
ment would not modily their pretensions to the 
right of visitation; and Sir Robert Peel had stated, 
in the House of Commons, that that assertion of 
Lord Aberdeen remained unanswered. Bat our 
minister in England communicated to this Gov- 
ernment that iis receipt was acknowledged; but 
no proposition had been laid down, because Lord 
Aberdeen informed him that a special minister had 
been sent to this country, charged with the adjust- 
ment of all existing difficulties. In consequence 
of that infermation, all correspondence was ar- 
rested between the American minister in London 
and the British Government. What was the ques- 
lion between the two Governments at the time? 
lt was not as to the right of visitation, (although 
that was the qmestion which Mr. Everett informed 
them Lord Ashburton had especially in charge.) 
If Lord Ashburton came here to settle that ques- 
tion, and went away without doing so, he would 
ask, what had been gained by the negotiation? 
What was the consideration which induced this 
Government to engage to keep a squadron of 
eighty guns on the coast of Africa? If this ques- 
tion had not been settled, the negotiations were 
nothing more than mere child’s play. 

If Great Britain did not sarrender her right to 
search onr vessels, why did we agree to spend 
half million a year forthe purpose of searching our 
own? The President uf the United States had, in 
his message, put the proper construction upon the 
treaty; and it was not for Senators now, when a 
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different constraction had been pat upon it by 
Great Britain, in order to keep up the idea of ma- 
king it an olive branch of peace, to say that the 
President was mistaken in the construction which 
he putupen it. There was one part of the speech 
of Sir Robert Peel, which disclosed the whole 
views of the British Government; that part was 
worth all the rest, although it was a part which 
had not been read to the Senate. The delivery of 
that speech had. been predicated upon the necessity 
of resisting the slave-trade. That was the founda- 
tion of the claim of the right of-search, or visita- 
tion, as it wascalled in England. That right had 
been held forth, by those who maintained the 
anti-slave-trade doctrines. What did Sir Robert 
Peel say in his speech, asto the natere of the sight 
of visitation? In order to show that the article 
in the treaty did not suspend the right of visita- 
tion, and to show that the freedom of the sea was 
as much at the control of England as befere the 
treaty was formed, he made the declaration putting 
that right ongibroader, higher ground, disconnect- 
ing it from aie of the slave-trade. They did 
not abandon™™fe right of visitation, which Sir 
Robert Peel now said was not necessarily con- 
nected with the question of the slave-trade, but 
that it extends to the whole world of commerce— 
extends to vessels in the Pacific ocean, as well as 
in the harbor of New York, and everywhere else. 
And it was necessary for Sir Robert Peel to take 
this ground, in order to justify his construction of 
the treaty. Suppose, then, you send your eighty 
guns and your one or two thousand men to Africa 
—suppoze you execute this article of the treaty: 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Ancuer] says the 
practical effect is obtained. Was it? Allowing 
his construction to be right, the practical effect 
would only extend to the coast of Africa; whereas 
Sir Rebert Peel expressly disconnected the right 
of search from that question. Now, while this 
was positively asserted, either Sir Robert Peel 
must be stultified, and incapable of comprehending 
the true construction put upon the treaty in the 
President’s message, or the President’s construction 
was erroneous; and inasmuch as Sir Robert Peel 
had acknowledged The basis upon which the right 
of search was predicated, so as to include the 
African squadron, it was perfectly manifest that 
that article of the treaty was a complete nullity. It 
would be absurd, therefore, to attempt carrying it 
out by making appropriarions. 


As far as he himself was concerned, he did not 
intend to vote for a dollar of appropriation in fur- 
therance of the treaty—not even to pay the $300,000 
dollars to the States. He would not do it, because 
he considered the treaty worse than a war. But 
be would not go into the character of the treaty 
now. Other gentlemen viewed it in a different 
light—gentlemen of more experience, and who had 
better means of judging, perhaps. Th’s, however, 
was his view; and he should continue to act upon 
it. He desired to know what it was that we had 
received as compensation for sending out those 80 
guns, if there was not to be at least a suspension 
of the right to visit our vessels. The President 
manifestly considered that there was to be a sus- 
pension of that right, when he penned his message 
to Congress; and he asked, if it was true that we 
had gained so much in reference to the right of 
visifation upon the coast of Africa, what bad they 
gained upon the general principle? The British 
sull assert that they have a right to visit any vessel 
for any purpose whatever. Whey were about to 
pay half a million of dollars under what they sup- 
posed to be, some time ago, acompact by which 
peace had been purchased; and before Congress 
had had an opportunity to execute its partof the 
contract, by appropriating the money, it was dis- 
covered to have been no guaranty of peace at all. 
The proper time to meet this question was the 
present; and he was prepared, if any one would 
introduce a bill for that purpose, to instruct the 
President to take possession of every foot of the 
disputed territory. If the construction put upon 
the treaty by Sir Robert Peel was right, there were 
still more pregnant consequences to grow out of it; 
because it showed a disposition on the part of the 
British Government to promote a quarrel, by hold- 
ing up our Government to the world as putting 
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one construction upon the treaty, whilst they hol 


another and a different one. coast of 
If the President was right, then there was wealy, 
difference of opinion, though the attempt jo make quires 
out a difference,on the part of Sir Robert p ly a slig 
showed a desire of presenting the question ip; zis and c! 
worse aspect than if there was, in reality, a diffe, gage ™ “2 
ence. Sir Robert Peel did not say he presumed then fae * 
was room for some misunderstanding —that thers ene’ 
was difference of opinion; but he had come out navy ¥ 
placed this Government in the attitude of hay from bi 
endeavored to give a misconstruction to the tp mS } 
Would any statesman in Europe believe that ihe Mme’ 
President of the United States did not know wha; p be, oe 
he meant in his message? How would they sing Maem’? i , 
before the world? They must either, in home) ee 
phrase, knock under, in order to impress the treg be wou 
with the character of peace-offering; or they my Me. am 
reeede from the construction put upon it sions ‘ 
the President, and adopt that of the British mis. Mae” "i 
ister, although the express words of its provisions ag UP . 
showed that the President was right, and thai be Mae" ae 
was wrong. Why was not Mr. Fox instructed ip wr 4 
ascertain from the American Government whateop. w . - 
struction had been put upon ihe treaty, to see if , as tres 
reconcilement of opposite constructions might no He woul 
be effected? He considered the course pursued as, tis shor! 
declaration on the part of England that the treaty ‘apy 
was to be utterly disregarded; and the course we ee 
should take was, to disregard it also, and to open the IE aoa 7 
negotiations afresh. We had a treaty with France, Mm : ibe , 
by which she had free admission for her silks and id ~~ 
wines. The benefit of that treaty she had ep en 
joyed for some time; and when we wanted to claim an rst | 
the benefit of it on our part, the French Chambers MBB cion t 
flinched. What did we do? General Jackson 
adopted measures to compel them to stand up to me CU’ 
their bargain, and that instanter. Did he not call HP” furnish 
upon Congress to authorize reprisals upon her London, 
commerce? And now, when you pass an appro. ge! '0 
priation and send out a squadron, and after you nie vari 
have put the British in possession of the half of per 


one of your States, they will inform you that there 
is some other cause of quarrel subsisting, more 
serious than the slave-trade itself. The treaty 
was, in his judgment, improperly undertaken in 
the first place. The very fact of the British Gov- 
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ernment sending out a special messenger, without ne 
giving us previous intimation, was a suspicious ae; and | 
circumstance. Great Britain was not in the habit ae 
of going abroad to make peace. When she sends “ . 
out a negotiator, it is as a merchant, to traffic fm "0" 

the best advantage. She has a direct interest in oyese 


maintaining the greatest maritime power; and all 


the minor powers have a direct interest in resis HR = nc 
ing the extension of her power. Mr. A. concladed i ¥ cal 
by saying that we had gained nothing by ths treaty. i a r 
Mr. EVANS stated that, in rising, it was not ought the 
his purpose to prolong the discussion, but to entreat MD .. whict 
the Senate to put an end to a debate which, to say as entirel: 
the least of it, was premature, and wholly out of Mb ived from 
place. If the Senator from Missouri, and those Moon of 1 
who concur with him in hostile feelings to the tret- BM. ine slig 
ty, would but bave patience, a bill from the other HR piper, 
house would, in a day or two, come before the Sen: tight of 
ate, on which they could bring up the subject, andi \,, right 
diseuss it to their heart’s content—he meant thebilMB yi. ihe 
making provision forcarrying out the treaty. How ly to ves 
much time to-day had been wasted in unproiitableMiea:: of ay 
discussion, leading to no practical result? Enough, Mio: of y;. 
he would venture to say, to pass forty bills, now as the e 
awaiting the action of Congress. The Sena@iiii.. y,. 
from Missouri has moved to recommit the bill, Wit, osr4i 7) 
instructions to strike out all appropriations for WORM, in. rea, 
African squadron. Now, what use would it be for per allud 
the commitiee to take into consideration WMH)... , 
was not into the bill at all? ; ned, A 
There was nota word in it about theAfnanm, i... 
squadron. And, although he would not preemie. y. 
to say that some part of the money appropriated NR 4, spee 
the bill was not to be applied to the expenses of (HD. hur i. 
squadron to be kept on ihe coast of Africa for tbe ould be f 
protection of our commerce and sbipping thera. ge, h 
and in furtherance of the provisions of the trealy friea, 
yet he would say, that it would make no diff ally, 
as to the amount of the appropriations, whelOtl yy) 4p, 
any portion of the navy was to be kept on URBo.y. i, 
station or not. The Secretary of the Navy & oF fro 


pressly says that the keeping of the eighty g206 RE Mr. ca) 











,of Africa, according to the stipulation of 
yeaty, will incur no additional expense, as it 
“sires no addition to the navy, and involves 
g slight alteration in the arrangements of the 
‘pis andcluss of vessels. Suppose it was decided 
,tno squadron should be kept on the coast of 
rica, and the bill were recommitted: still, no ap- 
priation could be stricken out; for the whole of 
pavy must be provided for. Did not the Sena- 
vr from Missoari, then, see that he would not at- 
is his object by recommitting the bill? But he 
gid obtain his object, (if it was as he presumed it 
»be, to give himself and those who, with him, were 
aijie to the treaty, an Opportunity of expressing their 
“gs and oblaiming another vote on the subject,) 
ye would reserve his hostility till the House bill 
ing appropriations for carrying out the pro~ 
sions of the treaty should come up; when, by a 
yion to strike out the sixth section, he could 
ing up the whole question. He could move to 
wit aprovision that no portion of the money 
ppropriated by the navy appropriation bill should 
applied to the expenses of any squadron em- 
wyed on the coast of Africa in pursuance of 
late treaty with Great Britain. 
He would ask, how much of the valuable time 
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‘8 BM, inis short session had been already thrown away 
'y HM, useless discussion of that treaty, long after that 
7 jussion could, by any possibility, effect any 


ctical purpose? If the Senator from Missouri 































*; Mili thought be had not exhausted the subject, he 
ud wuld, when the bankrupt bill was disposed of, de- 
t+ BB. another day to it; and, all important business 
M Bing first disposed of, he might proceed with his 
18 MMicgssion to his heart’s content. 

+ iy Mr. CUTHBERT did not consider the informa. 
1) gpm furnished by the despatch from our minister 
er fae’ London, nor the speech of Sir Robert Peel, suf- 
oo (upeieat (0 Warrant immediate action on the subject. 
on Mage ne Various reports of that speech, there were 
of ident obseurities, leaving it uncertain if the re- 
oe ks of Sir Robert Peel did not exclusively re- 
. tothe general right of visitation, and not to 
iy visitation Oa the coast of Africa in reference to 


slave-trade. 

The 8th article of the treaty relates to the right 
visitation on the coast of Africa, and the slave- 
aie; and so far, it is unquestionably a suspen- 
mof the Britis right of search. He (Mr. C.) 
inted out an inconsistency with which Sir Robert 
Peel would stand chargeable if he did not make 
is reservation; and, therefore, he thought there 
as too much obscurity in the language of his 
peech, as reported, to warrant any action of the 
bale upon the subject, till better informed. 

Mr. CALHOUN said he did not rise to enter 
0 the discussion, but merely to say that he 
ought the information was really too imperfect 
bon which to base any action. This discussion 
wsenlirely lost. If a paper which he had re- 
tived from a friend in London contained a correct 
port of the speech, he conceived that there was 
tthe slightest difference between the opinion of 
Robert Peel and that of our Government as to 
tight of visitation. Sir Robert Peel had spoken 
the right of visitation in its more enlarged sense; 
hist the stipulation of the treaty had reference 
uy 0 vessels engaged in the slave-trade on the 
bast of Africa. ‘The question was, whether the 
fulof visitation was waived or abandoned, so 
as the examinationsof vessels on the coast of 
lita Was concerned, in the treaty stipulations. 
t certainly understood Sir Robert Peel to admit, 
) the reading of the speech, as reported in the 
per alluded to, (the European Times,) that the 
fut was abandoned so far as that point was con- 
ned, And, to give greater weight to this posi- 


a ot, it now turned out that the proposition came 
Ji He knew that there were other portions 
rhea" Speech which would induce a different opin- 
7 a but he believed that, upon eclairsissement, it 


ould be found that, while the President, in his 
essage, had reference to visitation on the coast of 
ica, Sir Robert Peel meant visitation gen- 


here, 
ealy 
het 
“that Mr. ARCHER here interrupting, made some 
yet marks in confirmation of the view taken by the 
set from South Carolina. 

Mr. CALHOUN proceeding, said that it was 
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imposible for any man to read the treaty, and say 
that the right of visitation was not superseded by the 
provisions of that treaty. It was superseded; and 
be had so treated it in his speech on the treaty; and 
no man could read that treaty without being thus 
satisfied that each party was to take supervision 
of its own vessels. When they looked at the ob- 
ject of the negotiation on this point, no doubtcould 
be entertained. What was the immediate objeci? 
Was it not this—te enter into stipulations with 
Great Britain, such asshe had made with all Eu- 
ropean powers?’ He believed they had the super- 
vision, not only of their own vessels, but of all Eu- 
ropean vessels. What was the result of this state 
of things? The resnit was, that our flag was used 
by all persons engaged in the slave-trade. Great 
Britain then threw herself on the five European 
powers. She wished to make it a question, not of 
municipal regulation, but of international law. All 
the great Christian powers agreed to accept it but 
this country alone. 

Mr. C. spoke at some length, with a view to 
show that all Europe had given the construction to 
the treaty which had been given to it by Sir Robert 
Peel, (as he understood his remarks,)—that, by its 
provisions, the right of visitation was supersed-d 
on the coast of Africa. 

[The indistinct manner in which Mr. C.’s re- 
marks were heard in the reporters’ gallery induces 
the reporter to defer them for future publication. ] 

Mr. BAGBY submitted an amendment to the 
instructions moved by the Senator from Missouri; 
it was to strike out the appropriation of $5,000 for 
the expenses of captured Africans returned to the 
coast of Africa. 

Mr. CALHOUN entreated his friend (the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, Mr. Bacsy) not to embarrass 
the question by the introduction of this new issue. 


Mr. BAGBY said he would, with great pleasure, 


yield to the request of his honorable friend from |} 


South Carolisa, if he could reconcile it to himself 
to depart from the rigid line of daty by which he 
had been induced to offer the amendment. He 
believed it was imperative, because it was the last 
chance he could have of moving to strike out that 
appropriation, which, smal! as it was, involved a 
principle of great magnitude. 

Mr. CUTHBERT did not see why the Senator 
from South Carolina should object to blending the 
two issues which related to the same subject. He 
should vote for the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama with great pleasure. 

Mr. KING begged leave to ask his honorable 
colieague what was to be done with the Africans 
recaptured by the vessels of the United States in 
the execution of existing laws? Were they to be 
thrown into the sea, upon being recaptured? or 
were they be brought to this country? Either mast 
be done, if they were not to be taken back to the 
coast of Africa. Now, he knew his colleague 
would not have them threwn into the sea; and, 
even if admissible to bring them to this country, 
they eould not be brought here without expense. 
The best course, under the circumstances, had 
been pursued for years; and that was, to take them 
to the coast of Africa; but that incurred some ex- 
pense, and this anaual appropriation was made to 
defray that expense. With respect to the main 
subject of discussion, he felt bound to say that he 
thought the information before the Senate was not 
sufficient to justify the course proposed by his hon- 
orable friend from Missouri. He (Mr. K_) did 
not differ from the views taken by the President 
of the United States—that the arrangement made 
in the treaty, with regard to keeping a squadron 
of eighty guns on the coast of Africa, was an ad- 
justment of the difficulty growing out of the British 
claim of the right of visitation, which that arrange- 
ment superseded; and that there could be no other 
object understood by the negot‘ators, is manifest 
from the fact of Lord Ashburton being sent here 
to adjust the principal difficulty, which could not 
be adjusted otherwise, in consequence of the British 
Government insisting on the right of viitation. 
What was the object of bringing the subject to the 
view of this Government at all, if it was not to in- 
duce some arrangement which would admit of a 
suspension of the claim of the British Government 
to the right of visitation on board our vessels on 











| treaty. 





the coast of Africa? Lord Aberdeen had refused 
any concession. It was not the right of search 
that wasclaimed. That had beén unequivocally 
given up. It was the right of visitation; and that 
was what gave rise to the principal diffical'y, so 
hard to adjust between that Government and 
this. We had ceclared that we could not, 
and would not, concede the right of visitation on 
avy terms. The misconduct of British officers, 
under pretence of ascertaining the validity of 
the American flag on board our merchant ves- 
sels, had been the subject of constant complaint. 
It had become intolerable, and we could po longer 
suffer it. Here, then, was a direct point of collision; 
and that was what bought Lord Arshburton to 
this country with a view ef adjusting the difficulty. 
There was no longer a question as to the right of 
search; for that had been given up long ago. The 
thing to be settled was the claim of the right of 
visitation, for the mere purpose of ascertaining the 
validity of the American flag when hoisted by any 
ship on the African coast. Even the inviolability 
of the American flag, if a ship properly entitled to 
carry it bad slaves on board, was admitted. The 
British Government declared that in such case they 
had no right to interfere. But such would bea 
case of violation of our own laws; and weare under 
obligations to those laws to prevent their violation. 
It was, therefore, proposed by this Government to 
adopt a course which would supersede the neces- 
sity of British visitation to ships bearing our Hag 
on that coast, by keeping 80 guns afloat there to 
enforce our ownlaws on our own vessels, aad to 


| execute the right of search ourselves in relation to 


vessels hoisting our flag. The &th article of the 
treaty proves that the arrangement was thus ac- 
cepted by Lord Ashburton, as superseding the ne- 
cessity for the British right of visitation; for it points 
out the very mode in which vessels shall be vis- 
ited. 


He did not pretend to say that a newspaper re- 
port of Sir Robert Peel’s speech could be taken as 
a correct version of the speechitself. There were 
evidently obscurities in the version read by the 
Senator from South Carolina. He (Mr. K.) had 
seen the version in the London Times, and he 
could not help saying that it was more likely to 
be correct; bat, in that version, it appeared to him 
that Sir Robert Peel took still stronger ground than 
that assumed in the other. It bore the impression 
that he maintained, not only the British right of 
visitation in the general sense, but in a sense 
which would extend it to the coast of Africa. If it 


| should turn out that sach was his meaning, it 


would be a subject of infinite surprise to him; for 
he would consider it a palpable violation of the 
We had agreed to do what, as an inde- 
pendent nation, we were bound to do—to carry into 


| execution our own laws; and, therefore, there re- 


mained no longer a pretence for England to perse- 
vere in her claim of a right of visitation. Had he 
not considered this point clearly settled, he never 
would have voted against striking out that article 
in the treaty. He firmly relied on ils being a 
suspension of the British claim, and that it was so 
stipulatet by Lord Ashburtor He was satisfied 
of this, because he so understood it from Lord Ash- 
burton himself. There was a bare possibility that 
the new state of circumstances in England, and 
in the intoxication resulting from recent successes, 
Sir Robert Peele, in his speech, had given way to 
the national excitement, and expressed himself in 
a manner not justified by the original understand- 
ing of the treaty. 

Mr. CALHOUN observed, that if Great Britain 
should, in the face of the facts, interpret the treaty 
in the manner supposed, and should act upon that 
interpretation, we would, in contesting that point 
with ber, have the advaniage on our side not only 
of being right, and having the sympathies of the 
world with us, but we should have all the benefit of 
an appeal to the law of nations. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said it seemed to him not 
a little strange, that gentlemen who seem to be 
most sensitive on the subject of British aggression 
on the coast of Africa, and everywhere else, should 
be the firstto move a curtailment of appropria- 
tions for the navy—the only force we have at all 
capable of keeping in check that very propensity 
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to aggression. If he (Mr. C.) had indulged in ali 
the belligerent apprehensions which seemed to troa- 
ble the gentlemen opposite; if he had thought as 
they did, that Great Britain meditated all sorts of 
encroachments on this country; if he had made up 
his mind as (hey had done, that she was bent upon 
ravaging our merchant vessels on tre ceast of Afri- 
ca,—ihe last thing in the world he would have 
thought of doing, would be to vote down the naval 
appropriations. These would have been ample 
considerations rather to induce him to vote for in- 
creased appropriations. The gentlemen fear Brit- 
ish aggressions on our merchant vessels on the coast 
of Africa, yet will not vote a dollar for the protec- 
tion of our vessels. What a strange inconsistency 
this is between the sentiments they express, and the 
measures they propose! The squadron at the coast 
of Africa is \o effect these good purposes; first, to 
protect our merchant vesvels in that region; next, 
to fulfil our just obligations under a solemn treaty, 
which we are bound to carry out in good faith. 


Mr. C. proceeded to point out the solemn obliga- 
tions of the treaty, and the necessity of disrégard- 
ing the insufficient evidence cf a disposition on the 
part of the British ministry to violate it. He con- 
tended that a mere speech in Parliament, like 
a speech in the Senate, was altogether a dif: 
erent thing from a belligerent act. Sir Robert 
Pee! might be allowed, if he felt so disposed, to 
make a flourish of words before a British House of 
Commons, which he would be very far from carry- 
ing into effect in the face of our squadron on the 
coast of Africa. 


Mr. BENTON said the discussion had taken a 
turn which he did not expect—that of a question 
as to the correctness of the report of Sir Robert 
Peel’s speech. True, there were the usual varia- 
tions in the details of the reports, but they agreed 
in the main point; and all America and all Europe 
must see that we had received a slap in the face— 
thatthe President’s message was flatly contradicted 
—and principles avowed from which collisions 
mustarise. The difference of opinion amounted 
to treaty or no treaty on this peint! The difference 
between the two Governments nullified this part of 
the treaty; and he thought it the part of common 
prudence to stop now, and remove the difference, 
before collisions resulted. The treaty was ratified 
in thischamber, upon the President’s view of it. 
Senators voted upon that view, as they now de- 
clare, and as we know; and now, if there shall be 
any attempt on the part of the Administration to 
equivocate, and to reconcile the President’s mes- 
sage to Sir Robert Peei’s speech, by making the 
message yield to the speech, it will be a fraud upon 
the Senators who voted for the ratification. 


Senators who voted for the treaty say if the 
British act upon the declarations of their minister, 
they will go to war; and this is the state to which 
the peace ireaty has brough us! The seeds of war 
are in it! for they may 'est assured that the min- 
ister spoke advisedly; and all reports cf his speech 
show that it was cheered as often as he declared 
his determination to adhere to the right of visit. 


Mr. BAGBY considered that the true under- 
standing of the treaty, when ratified by the Senate, 
was the only correct interpretation of i'; and that 
any aitempt to force upon us a different construc- 
tion, would be so dishonorable that words could 
not convey his ideas of its enormity. Mr. B. 
commenteds with great ability on the position in 
which the British Government had been placed by 
this speech of Sir Robert Peel; and maintained that 
bo'h the motion of the Senator from Missouri and 
his amendment were perfectly justified by the dec- 
laration of the British premier. 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the reading of the part 
proposed to be stricken out by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. EVANS replied that there was no such part 
in the bill, and the Clerk need not be running the 
bill over for the purpose. 

Mr. TAPPAN then called for the reading of the 
instructions, and they were read. 

The question being on the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Baazy, to the instruction moved by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, it was put, and decided on 
yeas and nays—yeas 5, nays 26, as follows: 
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YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, McRoberts, and Smith 
of Connecticut—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Choate, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Day- 
ton, Evans, Fultoa, Henderson, Huntington, Kerr, King, Linn, 
McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Rives, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbridge, aal Woodbury—36. 

The question recurring on the motion and in- 
structions of Mr. Benton, 

Mr. ARCHER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. WOODBURY stated that he would have 
taken no part in this discussion, if the yeas and 
nays had not been ordered. It was well known that 
he assented to the treaty as a whole, but opposed 
the part now drawn into controversy; and his pres- 
ent vote might be misunderstood, if he made no 
explanation. But he would detain gentlemen only 
a moment. 

It had been apprehended by some that the 
English prime minister did not intend, by his 
speech, to take any step in contravention of the 
treaty, as understood by us and by the President. 
Though that minister is reported to have ex- 
pressed a material difference in his views from the 
message of the American Executive; yet it may 
have been only a theoretical or abstract difference. 
The extract of the recent letter from our ambassa- 
dor at the court of St. James—just received and 
read by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations—would, on re-examination, be found to 
fortify this inference. The extract was before him; 
and while it appears that Mr. Everett was present 
in the House of Commons during Sir Robert Peel’s 
speech, not a syllable is said concerning the remarks 
of the latter, looking ‘to any practical conflict im 
views between bim and the President. 

It is to be presumed that we have all of the let- 
ter relating to this subject; and, if nothing has been 
withheld, Mr. Everett beard nothing from Sir 
Robert Peel which surprised or alarmed him on 
this point; though he was surprised that the minister 
supposed no answer had ever been given to Lord 
Aberdeen’s letier of December, 1841. 

The silence of our minister on this point furnishes 
a strong presumption that Sir Robert Peel’s re- 
marks on it were different from the newspaper re- 
port, or were a mere political flourish on an ab- 
stract right to inquire and visit on the ocean, not 
renounced, nor intended to be renounced. 

If it went further, and leoked to any practical 
differences concerning the treaty, it was the daty of 
the minister to have said so; and of the Executive 
here to have laid the fact before us. 

But this provision in the treaty, though, in Mr. 
W.’s view, a humiliating one, and opposed by him 
on its ratification, ought to be enforced by us till 
violated on the other side. Mr. W. thought, in 
August last, when the treaty was under considera- 
tion, and still thought, that it was derogatory for 
us to engage te England, or any other power, that we 
would do what it was our duty todo without such 
an engagement. He thought it placed England in 
the attitude of a guardian over us. He wanted for 
our country no protector abroad. He would wil- 
lingly submit to no national surveillance or tutor- 
ship. Sucha provision, if not intended for one, 
opens the door to one; and, without any spirit of 
prophecy, it was easy to foresee that the manner 
of enforcing such a stipulation in a treaty was 
likely to lead to constant complaint, if not col- 
lision. 

Whenever it might please England to insist that 
our cruisers did not exercise sufficient activity or 
vigilance, she would exercise her abstract right of 
visitation; she would make it practical, and push 
itinto a right of search, as heretofore. But let 
her push it while this treaty remained in force; or 
let her ever push it beyond mere inquiry and visit- 
ation, and then a case would actually have oc- 
curred for belligerent measures on our si¢e. Till 
then, however, Mr. W. was willing, since the 
treaty had been ratified, to vote all reasonable ap- 
propriations to enforce it. It was not that he liked 
any doubtful part of it very much, or this provision 
at all; but because this provision took away all 
pretence for outrages on our trade and merchant 
vessels, under color of mere inquiry or visitation. 

How this mere inquiry and visitation for certain 
purposes had been abused, he possessed some 


means of knowing, in this very class of cases, 
merly. Our difficulties had arisen, not from 
fair exercise of sueh a right only by British erg; 
but fiom the abuse of it—froms pushing it to a righ! 
of search; from entering our vessels, overhayins 
their papers, insulting their officers, detainj 

on their voyage, and causiug actual logses to th, 
engaged in lawful and honorable commerce, 

This abuse was what we had protested apa; 
This was what Americans never would tam) 
submit to. This was, in effect, carrying on the oj4. 
fashioned right of search, under the name or roy, 
only of a visit—a right of search now discigine 
by the English minister except “in time of way. 
So Lord Aberdeen had abandoned any righ 
to detain our vessels; but still they had been 
detained, and they had been searched, 
both by violence; and this we had denounced, ang 
would resist. But the mere right of inquiry, ¢ 
even of visitation, Mr. W., for one, had neve 
questioned, under proper circumstances, on the 
ocean, by any nation. Ships of war were often, 
species of police force on the great and commoy 
highway of all nations. 

When war existed, the parties engaged had 
right to inquire and see that none travelled unde 
false colors, so as to escape their enemy. Bor 
even then, we had always denied the right to cary 
this inquiry to a search of the cargo in a neutral 
vessel—for our motto had been, “Free ships make 
Sree goods;” much less had we recognized the right 
to search the muster-rolis of the vessel, and her 
decks, to impress any supposed foreigners. When 
peace existed, if pirates were common in any seas, 
the right of inquiry and visitation, in case of much 
doub', existed there, in order to detect disguises and 
frauds, and prevent escapes. So in case of smug- 
gling on the coast of any country: if it becane 
frequent, the right of inquiry prevailed there, and 
was exercised by us as well as well as other nations, 
So in case of the slave-trade on the coast of Africea— 
the worst species uf crime, if not technical piracy. 

But these rights, growing out of special and |o- 
cal exigences, did not justify officious, vexatious, 
and constant visits to vessels, everywhere, and on 
all occasions, by a dominant power, and detaining 
those vessels uselessly ur maltreating their officers 


-andcrews. The favorable view of this part of 


the treaty of 4849, as to our keeping alarger naval 
force on the coast of Africa, was, that it took away 
all occasion from other powers, either to claim or 
exercise any right to overhaul, in any way, ou 
ships. Itthus should prevent the danger of abuses 
of any kind, with their inevitable collisions, ending 
in war. 

If it did not, and in fact England should still at 
tempt, with force, to visit our vessels there, or W 
push visitation into search, none would resist it 
quicker or longer than he. These, in brief, were 
the views be entertained on the topic; and on that 
account, he should, till some actual wrong occur: 
red on the other side, vote for an appropriation like 
this, and not for a recommitment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Benrtow 
proposition, and decided in the negative—yeas 4, 
nays 36, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Linn, and Smith of Co 
necticut—4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, mayer, Bae 
CN i esac eng 
King, Mel uffie, Manguin, Merrick, Milter, Morebesd, Phelps 

e th of In . 
Tepeeac' White, Wilcox, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—%. 

Mr. BAGBY made an ineffectual effort to pro 
cure action on the bill permitting the notes of the 
State Bank of Alabama to be received from } 
emptioners, in payment for lands sold in that Sta, 
on certain conditions. 

Several bills from the House were then take 
from the President’s table, and referred to apple 
priate standing committees. 

Mr. SEVIER here made an ineffectual effort 
have the joint resolution from the House, sat 
izing a survey of the harber of Memphis, 
see, with the view of establishing a naval ¢ 
and armory there, taken up and disposed of. 


On motion by Mr. BUCHANAN, the bill f | 


the relief of the West Feliciana Railroad, 
Grand Gulf Railroad and Banking Compaty, 
taken up for consideration. 
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